United States
of America

Congressional Record

th
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 1 15 CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION

Vol. 164

WASHINGTON, WEDNESDAY, MAY 23, 2018

No. 85

The Senate met at 11 a.m. and was
called to order by the President pro
tempore (Mr. HATCH).

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer:

Let us pray.

Gracious God, teach us to number
our days that we may have hearts of
wisdom. Today, guide our lawmakers.
Keep their minds clear and clean and
uncluttered by cares as they follow
Your leading.

Lord, make them aware that they are
the recipients of Your unconditional
love. Enable them to fill swift hours
with mighty deeds that will help keep
America strong. May Your Kingdom of
love and righteousness come within
them, motivating them to contribute
worthily to the abiding peace of hu-
manity.

We pray in Your great Name. Amen.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
The President pro tempore led the
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

———
RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
majority leader is recognized.

WORKPLACE HARASSMENT
LEGISLATION

Mr. McCONNELL. First, Mr. Presi-
dent, on an important piece of internal
business, workplace harassment is un-
acceptable anywhere—end of story. The
U.S. Congress is certainly no excep-
tion. Here, as everywhere, employees
must be free to work without fearing
that they will be the victims of harass-
ment.

Senate

So a consensus emerged among Mem-
bers in both the House and the Senate
that we should do more to hold people
accountable, protect staff, and help to
prevent harassment in the first place.
That is exactly what will happen under
the proposal that our colleagues Sen-
ator BLUNT and Senator KLOBUCHAR
have developed.

These colleagues of ours deserve big
thanks. Their thorough, bipartisan col-
laboration has produced an impressive
and comprehensive proposal to reform
how Congress handles claims of viola-
tions of Federal workplace laws, par-
ticularly, instances of harassment. It
will help this institution take an im-
portant step forward.

Their proposed reform achieves many
of the important goals that Members of
both parties have put forward in recent
months. There was widespread con-
sensus that Members of Congress
should reimburse taxpayers for the
cost of claims or settlements. This re-
form achieves that and more. It re-
quires Members to pay for any harass-
ment claims, for any protected class,
where the Member has personally en-
gaged in misconduct.

We sought to eliminate obstacles
that made it more difficult for employ-
ees to file claims. This reform achieves
that. It eliminates the mandatory
counseling, the mandatory mediation,
and the mandatory cooling-off period
that current law requires employees to
go through before filing a claim of a
workplace violation.

We wanted to ensure disclosure when
there are settlements or awards for in-
stances of sexual harassment. This re-
form achieves that and more. It man-
dates that every instance where a
Member is found to have personally
committed any type of harassment be
publicly reported.

This is an entirely appropriate pack-
age of reforms that every Member of
this body should be able to support. It
builds on the foundation laid by Sen-
ator GRASSLEY’s landmark Congres-
sional Accountability Act back in 1995.

Our friend from Iowa led the way in
making sure that Congress had to live
by the workplace laws that it required
of others, and it builds on other impor-
tant steps this institution has recently
taken, such as updating and strength-
ening the anti-harassment training
that all Senate employees must com-
plete.

Here is what all this adds up to: a
clearer, easier, and more timely proc-
ess for those who seek to file harass-
ment claims and greater personal ac-
countability and transparency in the
event that misconduct occurs.

The Democratic leader and I are
grateful to Senator BLUNT and Senator
KLOBUCHAR for their hard work in as-
sembling this proposal. It has our en-
thusiastic support.

——————

VA MISSION BILL

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, now
on an unrelated matter, today the Sen-
ate will take action to fulfill an impor-
tant promise. Our Nation’s all-volun-
teer Armed Forces consist of brave
men and women who answer the call to
serve, often at personal risk. In grati-
tude for their selfless sacrifice, we
promise them the accessible and qual-
ity care they have earned when they
return home. Veterans of all eras rely
on this promise as they carry home the
physical and mental reminders of their
service, but all too often the VA has
fallen short of meeting their needs
with facilities that were too far away,
lines and waiting lists that were too
long, and options for treatment that
were too limited.

The shortcomings of the Federal bu-
reaucracy were apparent. Veterans
waiting months to see a physician
under their VA benefits—let alone
dying before receiving treatment—
meant that we were clearly falling
short of our commitment to them.

Congress had to act. So in 2014 a bi-
partisan coalition of 91 Senators and
420 Members of the House took a crit-
ical first step by passing the Veterans
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Choice Act. For the past 3 years, the
Veterans Choice Program has con-
nected millions of American heroes
with the care and resources they need
and so richly deserve. It removed arbi-
trary barriers that blocked veterans
from convenient care, and it sent a
clear message to those who have suf-
fered because of a dysfunctional sys-
tem: We have your back.

But much more work remained. The
Veterans Choice Program has allowed
over 23,000 Kentucky veterans to seek
care in their own communities just last
year, but some veterans are still left
out. I recently heard from one Ken-
tucky Navy veteran who lives 36 miles
from the nearest VA provider. He
served aboard an aircraft carrier, the
USS Forrestal, and sustained a hand in-
jury that still requires regular care.

Under current law, because he lives
36 miles and not 41 miles from that fa-
cility, he can’t receive covered treat-
ment from a nearby provider who is
right in his home community. He has
to make a round trip several times a
year to receive care. I know virtually
all my colleagues have heard stories
just like that one, which made it clear
that Congress’s work was far from fin-
ished.

So Chairman ISAKSON and his col-
leagues took the lead to develop this
new legislation, which borrows from 15
different Senate-introduced bills. The
victories it contains are numerous. The
VA MISSION Act removes those arbi-
trary time and distance requirements
that limit eligibility for outside care.
It replaces those one-size-fits-all poli-
cies with a conversation between vet-
erans and their own doctors about what
works best. This will empower more
veterans to access the care they need,
when and where they need it.

It also allows VA professionals to
offer telemedicine and partner with
community care providers, creating a
more comprehensive network to keep
veterans from falling through the
cracks.

It consolidates seven separate com-
munity care programs into one stream-
lined path, and it expands support for
military families by broadening the VA
comprehensive assistance for family
caregivers to include veterans of all
generations.

These are just some of the reasons
why this bipartisan, bicameral bill has
earned the support of 38 veterans advo-
cacy organizations. In a joint letter
they call it a ‘‘historic opportunity to
improve the lives of veterans, their
families, and caregivers.”’

President Trump agrees. So does a
large bipartisan majority in the House.
After we vote this afternoon, I hope we
can say the Senate does as well. Let’s
pass this worthy legislation and give
our veterans more of the support they
have earned.
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NOMINATIONS OF BRIAN MONT-
GOMERY AND JELENA
McWILLIAMS

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, on
another matter, later today we will
vote on two more qualified nominees
for important positions in the Trump
administration.

First comes Brian Montgomery, the
President’s nominee to serve as Assist-
ant Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development and head of the Federal
Housing Administration. His formi-
dable background includes previous
service as Federal Housing Commis-
sioner from 2005 to 2009 and as the Act-
ing Secretary of Housing and Urban
Development. It is no wonder that our
colleagues on the Banking Committee
reported his nomination favorably with
a bipartisan voice vote. I am glad we
can vote to confirm him today without
any further delay.

After Mr. Montgomery, we will vote
to advance the nomination of Jelena
McWilliams, whom the President has
chosen to chair the FDIC Board of Di-
rectors. Ms. McWilliams’ resume spans
the government and the private sector.
As a lawyer, policy expert, and execu-
tive, she has studied financial regula-
tions from all angles. She understands
the FDIC’s role in safeguarding Ameri-
cans’ holdings, overseeing the banking
sector, and reforming inefficient poli-
cies that create obstacles for families
and job creators.

Ms. McWilliams is especially atten-
tive to the difficulties facing smaller
community banks. In her testimony
before the Banking Committee, she ex-
plained how government regulations
inflict outsized compliance costs that
can be too much for Main Street lend-
ers to bear.

She was also examined by our col-
leagues on the Banking Committee and
was also reported out by a bipartisan
voice vote. I encourage all my col-
leagues to join me in voting to advance
her nomination later today.

—————

REGULATORY REFORM

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, fi-
nally, speaking of community banks,
yesterday marked a big step forward
for local lenders across the Nation that
have been crushed by the regulatory
burden of Dodd-Frank. Yesterday after-
noon, our colleagues in the House
passed the Economic Growth, Regu-
latory Relief, and Consumer Protection
Act, which the Senate had passed ear-
lier this year. Now it will head to
President Trump’s desk for his signa-
ture.

This is the culmination of extensive
bipartisan work, led by Senator CRAPO
and his colleagues on the Banking
Committee, to give smaller community
lenders relief from Obama-era over-
regulation.

I frequently discuss how our Demo-
cratic colleagues’ top-down policy
agenda worked well for a select few but
left much of the rest of the Nation be-
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hind. This issue is a perfect illustration
of that. Our Democratic colleagues pro-
duced a hastily written rule book for
Wall Street and then forced it on the
rest of America, including community
banks and credit unions in my State of
Kentucky and across the Nation.

These local institutions are vital eco-
nomic contributors. Their unique abil-
ity to build relationships and local con-
nections are why community banks
handle a majority of all U.S. small
business loans and almost 80 percent of
agricultural loans. That is why re-
search suggests that closure of a single
physical bank in a low-income neigh-
borhood can reduce lending to nearby
businesses by almost 40 percent.

Community banks and communities
that depend on them needed relief from
Dodd-Frank. They needed sensible re-
form that streamlined that inefficient,
imprecise, one-size-fits-all regulatory
approach. Thanks to Chairman CRAPO,
our Banking Committee colleagues,
Chairman HENSARLING, and our col-
leagues in the House, that is exactly
what this Congress and this President
are poised to deliver.

This legislation is a major bipartisan
achievement. I am pleased that we are
adding it to last year’s historic tax re-
form, our record use of the Congres-
sional Review Act to roll back over-
regulation, and all the other policy ac-
complishments that are helping to re-
ignite American prosperity.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SUL-
LIVAN). The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Democratic leader is recognized.

———

WORKPLACE HARASSMENT
LEGISLATION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, first,
some good news. As the majority lead-
er noted, Senators KLOBUCHAR and
BLUNT have agreed on legislation to
overhaul the way Congress handles
workplace claims to protect staff and
others from harassment. It certainly
needed an overhaul. Shamefully, the
current system—soon, hopefully, the
old system—didn’t do enough to pro-
tect victims and hold perpetrators of
workplace harassment accountable.

Among the other crucial reforms, the
Blunt-Klobuchar legislation would do
away with mandatory waiting periods
that too often discouraged complaints
and let them languish. It would also
make important changes to ensure
that Members of the House and Senate
are held personally accountable and
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liable if they have committed harass-
ment.

So I want to commend Senators KLoO-
BUCHAR and BLUNT, who worked with
many Members, including Senators
GILLIBRAND, MURRAY, MCCASKILL,
FEINSTEIN, HARRIS, and CORTEZ MASTO,
for putting this together. I also thank
my colleague, the majority leader. He
and I were involved and are both co-
sponsors of this legislation. It is an ex-
ample, again, of the growing sprouts of
bipartisanship coming forward in this
body. I hope we can pass it quickly,
with overwhelming, if not unanimous,
support.

————
RUSSIA INVESTIGATION

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, on an-
other matter, this morning, with in-
creasing desperation, President Trump
tweeted several inaccuracies about the
special counsel’s investigation. No one
should take the bait. I doubt very few
who are looking at this in a non-
partisan way will.

The recent demands from President
Trump and his allies are just another
part of a shameful campaign of harass-
ment, intimidation, and obstruction of
the Russia probe. It is all too clear
that President Trump and his allies
want to change the subject away from
the duly constituted investigation into
Russia meddling in the 2016 election
and toward another fabricated scandal.

It began with conspiracies cooked up
by Representative NUNES from ‘‘deep
state” leaks to unmasking requests,
claims of phone taps at Trump Tower,
Uranium One, NUNES’s midnight run to
the White House, and the infamous
Nunes memo. Now House conserv-
atives, with the aid of the White House,
seem to have successfully badgered
DOJ officials into giving them a brief-
ing on sources and methods of an FBI
investigation. That is unprecedented
and so very wrong.

Everyone knows what they are doing.
They are hunting desperately for any
scrap of information or innuendo that
might help them sully the investiga-
tion or provide them a sneak peek at
any evidence the FBI may have against
the Trump campaign. If they have to
distort and spread falsehoods about
what is revealed in any meeting, they
will, and for the President of the
United States to pressure the Justice
Department to reveal details and docu-
ments pertaining to an active inves-
tigation of the President’s campaign
for the purpose of denigrating it is a
gross and unprecedented abuse of
power, unlike any we have seen in a
very long time. That is why so many
people don’t trust this President.

The only thing more outrageous than
this meeting occurring at all is the fact
that it is partisan. It is crystal clear
that Representative NUNES intends to
interfere with the investigation. He is
not a down-the-middle investigator
looking for truth. Everyone has seen
that. NUNES gave up any pretense of
objectivity long ago in that ridiculous,
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late-night charade to the White House.
Shamefully, someone I respect and
someone I like, Speaker RYAN, is allow-
ing this to happen. It will forever be a
blot on his record. He can’t be so afraid
of the hard right and the President
that he would allow this kind of ‘‘ba-
nana republic” behavior to go forward,
and that is what NUNES is doing.

Regrettably, a few of my Senate col-
leagues seem to be allowing it to hap-
pen as well. Yesterday, I saw that a few
of my friends on the other side sent a
letter requesting to attend the meeting
and supporting it but making no men-
tion of the fact that not a single Demo-
crat was invited.

My Republican friends know we have
a process for dealing with the highly
sensitive information of this type. It is
called the Gang of 8. It is bipartisan. It
has worked well. Any meeting between
the Justice Department and Capitol
Hill about such information should
only be attended by Members of the
Gang of 8.

So this morning, Leader PELOSI and I
are sending a letter to Attorney Gen-
eral Rosenstein and Director Wray to
request they reconsider holding the
meeting at all and, if they move for-
ward, to do so in a bipartisan fashion
with the Gang of 8. If the meeting goes
forward as planned right now—only
partisan, only the worst actors on the
House side in the room—no one should
trust anything they say coming out of
that meeting. It will be a sham. It will
be a sham.

In our letter, we remind Attorney
General Rosenstein and Director Wray
they have a higher responsibility. I
know they are being pushed around by
the White House and by the White
House’s puppets 1like Congressman
NUNES, but they must resist for the
grand tradition of impartial justice
under the law that has been in the
veins of this country, in the bones of
this country since 1789. To let this hap-
pen is disgraceful, and the blame really
falls on the President and his puppets
like, unfortunately, Chairman NUNES
and some of the others who seem to be
going along with him.

One other thing I might say though
that I think should give Americans
some solace is, I do not believe for one
second that Special Counsel Mueller
will be deterred. All this sideshow, all
this attempt to discredit him and his
investigation with all kinds of frivo-
lous, silly, and often false statements
and activities will not deter Mueller.
The American people have the utmost
confidence in him. He is a strong man.
He is a quiet man. He happens to be a
Republican appointed by the Presi-
dent’s own appointees—hardly some
nefarious representative who came out
of nowhere from the deep state.

Mueller is going to go right ahead
and see this investigation through to
its natural conclusion. He will follow
the facts where they lead. Americans
will have confidence that if he finds
something, it is real and, if he doesn’t,
he is not whitewashing a thing. That is
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how he has gone about the investiga-
tion so far. It has resulted in dozens of
indictments, several guilty pleas of top
Trump campaign officials. When the
President derogates Mueller and the in-
vestigation, he doesn’t speak of any
facts or knowledge; it is just wild alle-
gations of something thrashing about,
maybe because he realizes there might
be something there. Who knows?

Special Counsel Mueller is a serious,
quiet, diligent man, a lifelong Repub-
lican, a dedicated marine, universally
respected. The American people can be
assured that his investigation will not
be blown off course by this hurricane of
rightwing lies and intimidation coming
from the President and his minions.

One final point on this topic, with
several of his recent claims, it is clear
President Trump lacks self-awareness.
President Trump continues to peddle
the myth that a deep state bias against
his Presidency is driving the Russia
probe, despite the fact that an active
FBI investigation into his campaign
was Kkept secret during his election
while his opponent’s was made public.
If there was a deep state trying to hurt
someone, they did a lot more to hurt
Hillary Clinton than Donald Trump
during the campaign. Everyone knows
that. If the deep state were truly out to
get President Trump, they would have
made the active FBI investigation into
his campaign’s shady dealings with
Russia a matter for the public record
while he was running. This same lack
of awareness—maybe hypocrisy—is ap-
parent when the President reportedly
uses an unsecured cell phone for some
of his communications. Can you be-
lieve that after all the hay Donald
Trump and his allies made about Sec-
retary Clinton’s handling of sensitive
information, that the President—once
in office—uses an unsecured cell phone,
despite the fact that so many around
him have told him that might be dan-
gerous? It is bad for our national secu-
rity, and his double standard is nothing
short of outrageous.

GAS PRICES

Mr. SCHUMER. Finally, Mr. Presi-
dent, gas prices. Few things matter
more to the average consumer than the
price of a gallon of gasoline. When gas
prices go through the roof, it eats away
at a family’s income, leaving less to
cover the cost of anything else—gro-
ceries, medicine, tuition, a nice sum-
mer vacation, which families cherish.
Recent data suggests that gas prices
are about to climb even higher this
summer, and experts suggest that ac-
tions and inactions on the part of the
Trump administration are a major
piece of that story.

According to energy analysts and ex-
perts, President Trump’s decision to
pull out of the Iran deal led to higher
oil prices. OPEC has decided to cut pro-
duction, also raising prices. Even
though President Trump tweeted that
OPEC’s decision ‘‘will not be accept-
ed,”” the American people are still
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awaiting action from the President
that will help America’s motorists. He
is good pals with the Crown Prince,
who is running Saudi Arabia with the
heads of the United Arab Emirates. He
seems to have a good relationship with
Putin. Why doesn’t he jawbone them to
at least stop constricting production so
prices can come down? He isn’t. He will
talk to them about other things but
not about something so vital to the
middle class.

As a result, gas prices are headed to-
ward $3 a gallon, and the U.S. Energy
Information Administration estimates
that the average American family can
expect to pay $200 more this driving
season than last driving season and
$250 more than the 2016 driving season.
Prices are up more than 60 cents, on
average, from the last day Obama was
in office until today. Where is Presi-
dent Trump?

The rising gas prices will, as one
Goldman Sachs economist put it,
roughly cancel out the 2018 consump-
tion boost from tax cuts. Big touting of
the tax cuts, but when gasoline prices
take it all away, where is our Presi-
dent? Whatever benefit working fami-
lies might have seen from the Trump
tax scam for the rich, if they got any
benefit at all, is being wiped out by gas
prices, and what about our Big Oil ex-
ecutives and oil companies? They got
huge tax breaks—huge tax breaks. Why
isn’t the consumer seeing any of that
at the pump? At the same time our oil
companies get huge tax breaks, they
raise prices on everybody. How is that
helping the middle class? Why isn’t
President Trump jawboning them like
he does on other issues? Where is he?

It is time for the President to stand
up to OPEC, to stand up to Big Oil, and
do what is necessary to lower gas
prices. Remember, once again, the hy-
pocrisy of this President. This is the
same President who tweeted multiple
times that President Obama was to
blame for rising gas prices. So I would
remind the President that the final
price of gas under President Obama
was an average of $2.36 a gallon, and
the current price under President
Trump is $2.92 a gallon and going up.

I hope, for the sake of the middle
class and those struggling to get
there—the folks for whom gas prices
really make a difference—that Presi-
dent Trump takes immediate action to
bring down the cost of gas. He has the
power. He can force OPEC to do things
by jawboning them. He can force the
Big Oil companies to consider lowering
their prices, given all the profits they
got from his big tax bill. Where is he?

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the leadership time
is reserved.

———

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning
business is closed.

——————

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session to consider
the following nomination, which the
clerk will report.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Brian D. Montgomery, of
Texas, to be an Assistant Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the time until 3:15
p.m. will be equally divided in the
usual form.

The majority whip.

CHINA

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, yester-
day the Senate Banking Committee
passed a very important piece of legis-
lation out of the committee by a unan-
imous vote. I am very pleased that this
legislation, which I will describe in a
moment, received that sort of broad bi-
partisan support.

This is a bill I originally introduced
with the senior Senator from Cali-
fornia, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, to strengthen
the review process of the Committee on
Foreign Investment in the United
States, which plays a critical role in
protecting our national security. The
jurisdiction of this Committee on For-
eign Investment in the United States
hasn’t been updated in more than 40
years, and bad actors like China con-
tinue to exploit gaps in the process to
acquire sensitive mnational security
know-how, as well as military and
dual-use technology from U.S. compa-
nies.

I want to be quick to say that this is
not about labeling foreign investment
in the United States as bad. That is not
true. Foreign investment is by and
large a very good thing. But when our
laws are being exploited to target cut-
ting-edge, dual-use technology that has
national security applications, that is
a matter of national security. This is
not about banning or labeling foreign
investment as being bad.

I appreciate Chairman CRAPO and the
Banking Committee’s bipartisan work
in advancing this narrowly tailored
legislation to close the gaps that I just
mentioned and safeguard our national
security because I believe it is past
time for us to do so. Every day we fail
to pass this set of reforms is a day we
are putting our future in jeopardy.

We need to maintain a sense of ur-
gency and realize that when we are
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talking about CFIUS, or the Com-
mittee on Foreign Investment in the
United States, there is a much bigger
issue at stake, and that is the issue of
competing global visions.

China makes no secret about the fact
that Karl Marx is, in many ways, its
national hero. In fact, there was a
weeklong celebration in China earlier
this month which included a manda-
tory study session, led by President Xi,
of Marx’s famous work the Communist
Manifesto.

Events like these in some ways show
that China is a wolf in sheep’s clothing.
When it tries to present itself as west-
ernizing its economy and becoming a
friend to the global community of na-
tions, China conveniently ignores cer-
tain facts about its alternative devel-
opment model and state-controlled
economy. It also tends to disguise and
downplay its overall geopolitical aims,
to rewrite the rules of our world order
and recreate them in China’s own Com-
munist image.

Whether it is China’s increasing bel-
ligerence in places like the South
China Sea, its crushing of internal po-
litical dissent, its flagrant human
rights violations, or its population con-
trols, such as the omne-child policy,
China has repeatedly shown itself as a
power-hungry authoritarian, willing
and able to violate the rights of its own
people, and dismissive and contemp-
tuous of international norms.

I am not being hyperbolic. I am not
exaggerating. This is just the truth—
the hard truth—in front of us, if we
will look. So let’s not deceive ourselves
otherwise. When China tries to just
‘““blend in”’ internationally, let us be
wary that its rosy rhetoric and mis-
leading narrative of cooperation are
often camouflage for its true and more
troubling aims.

As we all know, right now, there are
high-level negotiations ongoing be-
tween the U.S. executive branch and
Chinese Government officials on the
very important issue of international
trade, but it is important to remember
that in the West, belief in free trade is
almost axiomatic. In democracies like
ours, free trade is based on open mar-
kets, the free flow of capital and infor-
mation, as well as the rule of law.

China, on the other hand, honors
none of those things. It doesn’t believe
in open markets, it doesn’t believe in
the free flow of capital of information,
and it be doesn’t believe in the rule of
law. That reality is why we need to ap-
proach these trade negotiations deli-
cately. We need to remain steely-eyed
and make sure China isn’t playing us
for fools.

Of course, we are well aware of the
need to tread lightly when it comes to
trade. After decades of globalization,
any overly broad limits on Chinese in-
vestment in the United States could
harm American companies that need
capital and customers to survive and
grow. We need to resist that tempta-
tion.

China is not just any old trading
partner. Its enterprises are state-
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backed, and there is no clear dividing
line between the Communist Party and
what might otherwise be described as
the private sector. There is no distinc-
tion. This makes a real difference when
it comes to Chinese investments in
U.S. companies that are at the cutting
edge of developing military dual-use
technologies. It means there is a real
potential of industrial espionage be-
cause you can’t separate private, prof-
it-making motives from the govern-
ment’s secret-stealing capacities and
proclivities, and this means that our
national security is vulnerable.

In its Made in China 2025 plan, the
Chinese Government made clear its in-
tent to dominate technologies that will
be essential down the road in maintain-
ing our economic and military prowess
globally. I have a chart here that I
would like to display. It is an unclassi-
fied slide from one of our intelligence
agencies. They provided us an unclassi-
fied version so that we could talk
about it in public. Many of us on the
Armed Services Committee or the In-
telligence Committee are privy to clas-
sified briefings, but I believe it is im-
portant—and I am glad they do too—
that we talk about what we can in an
open, transparent way so that people
can be alerted to what is at risk and
what is actually going on.

These are China’s strategic goals.
Comprehensive national power—they
see themselves as a rival to the United
States, and they would ultimately like
to surpass us when it comes to national
power. We know that they believe their
economic growth model must be inno-
vation-driven; hence, their vacuuming
up and relentless search for new, cut-
ting-edge technology, including their
activities in places like Silicon Valley,
where they gobble up startup compa-
nies that have long-term potential to
advance their economic and national
power goals. Obviously, they are also
modernizing their military and becom-
ing increasingly belligerent in places
like the South China Sea in the proc-
ess.

How does China achieve these stra-
tegic goals? Well, it has an elaborate
and sophisticated plan. The truth is,
they are really not being clandestine or
secretive about this. They are pretty
much telling us what they are doing,
and they are doing it quite well.

So their strategic goals include, obvi-
ously, their security services, their in-
telligence community, their talent re-
cruitment programs at American aca-
demic institutions, where they hire tal-
ent back to China to help them in this
process. They create front companies
that claim to be non-Chinese related in
order to transact business so that they
don’t raise suspicion. They engage in
an active program of mergers and ac-
quisitions of companies in the United
States. They make significant invest-
ments in science and technology, in-
cluding some of the most cutting-edge
technologies, like quantum computing
and artificial intelligence. They are
probably the worst offender in the
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world when it comes to stealing
through the cyber domain—cyber theft.
They are very creative in engaging in
research partnerships. Joint ventures,
one of the gaps that the CFIUS legisla-
tion intends to plug, where they realize
that this is a gap in our current review
process for foreign investment and na-
tional security implications—they
have done so through joint ventures
that aren’t currently subject to that
review, where they can get access not
only to the intellectual property but
also to the know-how. In other words,
they could steal blueprints and other
intellectual property, but they don’t
necessarily know how to make it all
work—where the secret sauce is—until
they can get access to the know-how
through these joint ventures.

Then there are their nontraditional
collectors. In other words, civilians are
used by their intelligence services to
get information to vacuum up data—
scientific data, our data—that they
may think are important to their pur-
suit of national power, innovation, and
economic growth model, so they use a
wide variety of nontraditional collec-
tors as well.

Of course, in the legal and regulatory
environment, an American company
can’t do business in China without ba-
sically turning over the keys to the
government. Again, there is no delinea-
tion between the government and the
private sector in China. All businesses
have to cooperate with the Chinese
Government, and the Chinese Govern-
ment intermingles that information
not only in pursuit of their economic
goals but also in pursuit of their mili-
tary goals.

As 1 said, these technologies that
they are acquiring and seeking to ac-
quire include artificial intelligence, ro-
botics, quantum computing, and 3D
printing. The Chinese Government is
spending $300 billion in subsidies to
supplant foreign technology suppliers
like ours with homegrown alternatives,
and a core part of this 2025 plan is ac-
quiring intellectual property from the
United States. China is not even trying
to hide it. They are advertising it, and
they are doing it in plain sight.

Those and related concerns are what
prompted a bipartisan group of 27 Sen-
ators recently to write a letter to Sec-
retary Mnuchin, Secretary Ross, as
well as Ambassador Lighthizer—the
U.S. trade Representative. They are all
involved in the ongoing trade negotia-
tions with China. In that letter, we ex-
pressed concerns regarding China’s tar-
geting of our technology.

As a report issued by the Pentagon
recently pointed out, if left unchecked,
this targeting could degrade core tech-
nological advantages of the U.S. mili-
tary. Clearly, the Chinese Communist
Party regards these sensitive tech-
nologies as essential for China’s mili-
tary modernization and is accelerating
its efforts to acquire them by any
means necessary—stealing them, en-
gaging in strategic investments, any
way they can do it—whether it is cyber
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theft, civil-military integration poli-
cies, coercion through joint ventures
with foreign companies, targeted in-
vestment, or Chinese nationals exploit-
ing access to such technologies here in
the United States.

The main point of our letter was not
to criticize but to alert our colleagues
in the executive branch that there is
no question that China is actively
seeking to surpass the United States
both economically and militarily and
become the world’s foremost super-
power. It is pretty obvious.

It is imperative, though, that neither
the Federal Government nor private
U.S. companies aid or abet that effort
either advertently or inadvertently.

Let me conclude by saying that we
should all support a peaceful, balanced,
and constructive relationship with
China, but it has to be realistic when it
comes to China’s aims and intentions,
and it needs to be informed, as well, by
China’s record of deception in the past.

When it comes to China, national se-
curity isn’t just a pretext for economic
protectionism. I think ‘‘national secu-
rity”’ is an abuse of that label if it is
used just as a pretext for protec-
tionism. Like many of our colleagues, 1
believe strongly in free trade, as I
started out saying in these remarks,
but when national security and eco-
nomic concerns overlap—which they
do—there should be no question but
that our national security comes first.

For those of us who serve on commit-
tees of jurisdiction involving intel-
ligence or national security, I assure
you that the Chinese threat is real, and
certain dangers are already taking ef-
fect. We need to make sure that not
just the committees of jurisdiction un-
derstand this and that we are working
together with the executive branch
when it comes to maintaining this dis-
tinction—economic and military—and
understand that it is not just about
trade; it is about our national security
as well. We need to be smart, well in-
formed, and clear-eyed when it comes
to engaging with an aggressive China.
Our inaction has had many negative
consequences, and we must aim to pre-
vent any future ones.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
ERNST). The Senator from Delaware.

RUSSIA INVESTIGATION

Mr. CARPER. Madam President,
good morning. I looked down, and the
Presiding Officers have changed. It is
nice to be here with you this morning.

Our Presiding Officer is tied to the
military—Army colonel, highly distin-
guished. She comes from Iowa and
travels home every weekend. She cov-
ers every county in Iowa. In a year, I
cover every county in Delaware, some-
times in a day. We only have 3; she has
probably 100 or so. But we have the op-
portunity to go home frequently to our
respective States and to be with our
families and the folks we work for. I
love doing it, and I know our Presiding
Officer does as well.

People come up to me—I go back and
forth on the train just about every
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night and will do that tonight, as I did
last night. I feel very fortunate to be
able to be that close to my constitu-
ents. I serve in the Senate with my col-
leagues and actually live in my home
State. It is a blessing.

I think I am approachable. I know
our Presiding Officer is. Senator COR-
NYN is approachable. People come up
and talk to us all the time, which is
good—which is good. Sometimes I just
want to say hello. Sometimes I will ask
them how they are doing. More often
than not, lately, people say: I wouldn’t
want your job for anything. You have
the worst job in the world.

I say: No, no. I feel really lucky.

Throughout the 200-and-some years
we have been a country, only about
1,800 people have been privileged to
serve in this body, and we are fortu-
nate that we are able to serve here
today, especially during these chal-
lenging times.

Since the 2016 election, however, a
broad number of Delawareans and
American citizens have approached me,
whether in the Rite Supermarket or on
the Amtrak train, to share with me
their sense of uncertainty and their
fears regarding the trajectory of our
country. Specifically, they have ex-
pressed their uncertainty about the fu-
ture of the special counsel’s investiga-
tion and their fears that the President
may put his own personal interests
above the interests of all Americans
and the Constitution of our country.

As we pass the 1-year mark following
Deputy Attorney General Rob Rosen-
stein’s appointment of former FBI Di-
rector Bob Mueller to become special
counsel, I think it is worth remem-
bering why the investigation began,
what it has uncovered, where it is
headed, and how we can uphold the rule
of law and protect the investigation
from political interference as we seek
to ascertain the truth.

During the 2016 Presidential cam-
paign, our democracy was attacked by
a foreign adversary. No shots were
fired. No bombs were dropped. But let
me be as clear as I can be. Russia at-
tacked the United States of America.
Using sophisticated cyber warfare,
Russia interfered in our electoral proc-
ess. As they have in other Western de-
mocracies, Russia borrowed from their
tried-and-true playbook. Russian inter-
net trolls posed as American citizens
on Facebook and on Twitter. Russian
shell companies funded political propa-
ganda online, all with the intent of pit-
ting us against one another and spread-
ing this information among the Amer-
ican electorate.

We also know that our Nation’s elec-
tion infrastructure was targeted by the
Kremlin and that Russian cyber at-
tacks penetrated voting machines in
some of our States—not all of our
States but a number of them.

Thomas Jefferson often wrote about
the truth, including a famous descrip-
tion of a few truths that we still con-
sider self-evident; namely, that all
men—I would add all women—are cre-
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ated equal and entitled to life, liberty,
and the pursuit of happiness.

Later in life, Jefferson remarked that
“we are not afraid to follow truth
wherever it may lead, nor to tolerate
any error so long as reason is left free
to combat it.”” Those words really ring
true today, don’t they?

Jefferson also used to say something
to this effect, and I am paraphrasing:
The people—that is, the people of the
United States—know the truth. We
won’t make a mistake. If people know
the truth, they won’t make a mistake.

Since the attack by Russia on our de-
mocracy, many patriotic Americans
within Federal law enforcement and
our intelligence agencies have been
heeding Jefferson’s advice and seeking
to follow the truth. Here is what we
have learned.

In a declassified report released in
January of 2017, our own intelligence
agencies told us that ‘“Russian Presi-
dent Vladimir Putin ordered an influ-
ence campaign in 2016 aimed at . . .
undermin[ing] public faith in the U.S.
democratic process.”

Further, our own intelligence agen-
cies told us that ‘‘Russian efforts to in-
fluence the 2016 U.S. presidential elec-
tion represent the most recent expres-
sion of Moscow’s longstanding desire to
undermine the U.S.-led liberal demo-
cratic order.”

Those same agencies, our own intel-
ligence agencies—I think there are 17
in all that combined to provide this re-
port—told us that it will happen again:
“Moscow will apply lessons learned
from its Putin-ordered campaign aimed
at the U.S. presidential election to fu-
ture influence efforts worldwide, in-
cluding against U.S. allies and their
election processes.”

During recent testimony before the
Senate Intelligence Committee, the Di-
rector of National Intelligence and our
former Senate colleague Dan Coats—a
good friend of many of us from Indi-
ana—said these words: ‘“There should
be no doubt that Russia perceives that
its past efforts have been successful
and views the 2018 midterm U.S. elec-
tions as a potential target for Russian
influence operations.”

I will read those words again. Our
colleague Dan Coats, who sat over
there and served with us for many
yvears—he and I served together in the
House before that, and he was an Am-
bassador to Germany, but now he is the
Director of our National Intelligence—
said: ‘“There should be no doubt that
Russia perceives that its past efforts
have been successful and views the 2018
midterm U.S. elections as a potential
target for Russian influence oper-
ations.”” Then he added: ‘“‘Frankly, the
United States is under attack.”

I approve that message. I don’t wel-
come that message, but we need to
hear that message, and we need to take
it to heart.

In response, we have a responsi-
bility—not to any political party but
to our Constitution and to the Amer-
ican people—to band together as we
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would following any attack on our
country. We have a responsibility to
fight back, to protect and safeguard
our democracy, and to ensure that it
never happens again.

We also have a responsibility—again
one that rises above political party—to
determine whether the Trump cam-
paign may have had inappropriate con-
tact with Russia during that campaign.

This responsibility is shared between
Congress and the executive branch, in-
cluding the different commaittees in the
House and Senate, as well as the De-
partment of Justice, the FBI, and our
intelligence agencies. Unfortunately,
our President has rejected this respon-
sibility from the start.

Let’s not forget that President
Trump fired former FBI Director
James Comey and publicly stated it
was because of the Russia investiga-
tion. President Trump told NBC News:
“When I decided to [fire Comey] I said
to myself, I said, ‘You know, this Rus-
sia thing with Trump and Russia is a
made-up story, it’s an excuse by the
Democrats for having lost an election
that they should’ve won.””” Those are
President Trump’s words to NBC News.

Because Attorney General Sessions
has recused himself from matters in-
volving Russia and the 2016 election,
Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosen-
stein, a lifelong Republican appointed
by President Trump to his current po-
sition, made the decision to appoint a
special counsel to continue the Russia
investigation.

Let me take a moment to remind the
American people about the background
and the character of this special coun-
sel. Bob Mueller has spent his life serv-
ing our country with distinction.

Our Presiding Officer: Army, highly
decorated.

Yours truly: Navy, 23 years, all in Ac-
tive Duty and Reserve.

Here is what Bob Mueller received in
some of his decorations as an officer in
the Marine Corps during the Vietnam
war—a war in which I served as well.
He received the Bronze Star, and he
earned two Navy Commendation Med-
als and the Purple Heart—all as an offi-
cer in the Marine Corps during the
Vietnam war.

After a career in Federal law enforce-
ment and private law practice, Presi-
dent George W. Bush nominated him to
serve as our FBI Director, and Bob
Mueller guided the FBI in the after-
math of the September 11 terrorist at-
tacks. A steady hand during uncertain
times, Director Mueller gained the re-
spect and the admiration of the men
and women of the FBI, as well as those
of us here on Capitol Hill.

During my tenure as chairman and
ranking member of the Senate Home-
land Security and Governmental Af-
fairs Committee, I had the opportunity
to meet with Director Mueller on a
range of issues, including protecting
our Nation from cyber security
threats. Let me just say that I think
that maybe in the 17 years I have been
here, the best briefing I have ever re-
ceived on cyber security was from Bob
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Mueller. The very best briefing I ever
received was from Bob Mueller.

I also got to know him personally. I
know his wife. My wife and I know his
wife. We believe that he is guided by
very strong core values: Figure out the
right thing to do, and just do it—not
when it is easy, not when it is expe-
dient, but when it is right. Treat other
people the way we want to be treated.
Focus on excellence in everything we
do. If it isn’t perfect, make it better.
And when you know you are right, be
sure you are right. Never give up.
Those are his values. I suspect those
are the values of many of us who serve
here.

Bob Mueller is a man of unimpeach-
able integrity. There may be no person
better suited to this task of special
counsel. I have every confidence that
he will follow the truth wherever it
may lead him and those he leads. But
don’t just take my word for it. When
the Deputy Attorney General ap-
pointed him to the position of special
counsel a little more than a year ago,
his selection drew a particularly re-
sounding endorsement from those of us
who serve here in the Senate—not just
on this side but, in particular, on the
other side of the aisle.

Here is what JOHN MCCAIN said about
Bob Mueller: ‘“‘Robert Mueller is a
great choice for special counsel.”” JOHN
went on to add that he is ‘‘confident
that Mr. Mueller will fully investigate
all aspects of Russia’s interference in
our election.”

Senator BURR said: ‘“‘By having some-
one like Bob Mueller head [the] inves-
tigation assures the American people
that there’s no undue influence, be it
here or be it at the other end of Penn-
sylvania Avenue or within the Justice
Department or FBIL.” Those are the
words of Senator RICHARD BURR of
North Carolina, a Republican.

Even former House Speaker Newt
Gingrich, with whom I served in the
House, said this about Bob Mueller:
“Robert Mueller is a superb choice to
be special counsel. His reputation is
impeccable for honesty and integrity.”

I have not known Robert Mueller for
as long as some who serve here, but I
have known him for a while. I have had
a chance to work with him on some im-
portant issues and matters for our
country and for the security of our
country. He is as fine as any public
servant I have ever known and served
with.

Unfortunately, President Trump has
not been as praiseworthy of our special
counsel as the Senators I just quoted
and the former House Speaker I just
quoted. President Trump has repeat-
edly used his Twitter account to call
Special Counsel Mueller’s investigation
a ‘“‘witch hunt.” A witch hunt? In Feb-
ruary, 13 Russian individuals and 3
Russian companies were charged with
breaking U.S. law and interfering in
the 2016 election—13. The indictment
details an elaborate, coordinated
scheme to disrupt our election. More-
over, three Trump campaign officials
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have pled guilty to crimes that include
lying to the FBI about contacts with
Russia during the campaign and a con-
spiracy to defraud the United States,
and the former Trump campaign man-
ager 1is currently facing similar
charges.

Despite the progress of the investiga-
tion, we know from news reports that
President Trump repeatedly has con-
sidered firing Director Mueller and
Deputy Attorney General Rosenstein.
That would be a grave mistake. That
would be a very grave mistake.

Instead of exercising Presidential
leadership and holding Russia account-
able and safeguarding our upcoming
election, President Trump continues to
use dangerous rhetoric directed toward
the special counsel’s investigation, as
well as at the people who work for us,
who serve at the FBI and the Depart-
ment of Justice, and who deserve our
thanks, not our scorn.

Instead of exercising Presidential
leadership and holding Russia account-
able and safeguarding our upcoming
election, President Trump is now de-
manding a counterinvestigation.

Instead of exercising Presidential
leadership and holding Russia account-
able in safeguarding our elections,
President Trump is now undermining
the special counsel’s investigation
while risking the identity of American
intelligence sources.

Despite this failure of Presidential
leadership, the special counsel’s inves-
tigation must go on.

A Methodist minister in Seaford, in
Southern Delaware, Pastor Reynolds—
a wonderful man, now deceased—gave
me advice during my career, particu-
larly when I was Governor. One day, he
said: Governor, the main thing is to
keep the main thing the main thing.

I said: Would you say that again,
Pastor?

He said: The main thing is to keep
the main thing the main thing.

In this case, I think the main thing is
for us to find out and ascertain the
truth. Special Counsel Mueller must be
allowed to follow the truth, no matter
where it leads, no matter how uncom-
fortable that makes President Trump
or other people, no matter how uncom-
fortable that makes Vladimir Putin.
We must continue to ensure Special
Counsel Mueller has the time and re-
sources he needs to follow the truth
and bring this investigation to a con-
clusion.

We must also protect the special
counsel from undue political influence,
and send a strong signal to President
Trump that firing Robert Mueller or
Rod Rosenstein, without clear legal
justification, would pose a grave threat
to our constitutional system of checks
and balances.

To be clear, we can’t pass a bill to
end President Trump’s erratic threats
on Twitter, though I know there are a
few people—some here—who would sup-
port such a proposal. However, here is
what we can do: We can pass a bipar-
tisan bill, introduced by Senators
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CooONSs, TILLIS, BOOKER, and GRAHAM, to
protect the special counsel’s investiga-
tion. The legislation, called the Special
Counsel Independence and Integrity
Act, would ensure that the special
counsel can only be fired for good cause
by a senior Justice Department offi-
cial, and the reason must be provided
in writing. It will ensure that in the
event of his firing, the special counsel
can seek expedited judicial review of
his removal, and it will also preserve
all the documents and materials re-
lated to this investigation.

I thank our four -colleagues—two
Democrats, two Republicans—for intro-
ducing this bipartisan bill. I support it
and urge its swift passage. Passing this
bill will demonstrate to the American
people that despite the uncertainties
and maybe the fears at this moment,
we still have a system of checks and
balances which still works, as it has
been working for 240 years.

There are more constitutions in this
world modeled after the U.S. Constitu-
tion than any other constitution ever.
Ours is the most emulated and longest
living Constitution on the face of the
Earth. It has an intricate system of
checks and balances. Our Founding Fa-
thers—who convened in Philadelphia
240 years ago—developed the Constitu-
tion we know of today and sent it out
to the Thirteen Colonies to debate and
consider whether they wanted to ratify
it. The first State to ratify the Con-
stitution was the State of Delaware,
and the Constitution is something we
especially revere in the First State,
but if we allow the system of checks
and balances as called for in the Con-
stitution to work, it will eventually
lead us to the truth—which is what we
should all seek, not just in this Senate,
not just in the Congress, not just in
one party or the other, not just any
one State or the other but all of us.

If the unthinkable were to happen
and the special counsel were fired on a
whim, I believe the legislation I just
talked about would help us preserve
the Russia investigation and the rule
of law.

Like Special Counsel Mueller, Con-
gress must not be afraid to follow the
truth. We must not be distracted by
the President’s tweets and other at-
tempts to undermine this important
investigation. We must keep the main
thing the main thing. Special Counsel
Mueller and his team must be allowed
to finish this investigation, and Con-
gress—especially our Republican col-
leagues—must do our part to protect
the investigation and insist the Presi-
dent stop the political interference and
gamesmanship.

Taken together, I believe these ac-
tions will allow us to emerge from this
especially challenging moment in our
country, as we often have following
other crises throughout our history.
We will emerge stronger and more re-
silient, and we will emerge deeply
proud that we upheld our responsibility
to the Constitution and to the Amer-
ican people.
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In closing, I want to mention that a
lot of times people come up to me—
maybe not every day but several times
a week. Some are Democrat, some are
Republican, some are Independent,
some are probably not even registered
to vote. They say: I fear for the future
of our country. I don’t think it has ever
been this bad before. We have never
seen it this bad before.

I remind them of the words from
Harry Truman, who once served in this
body as a Senator from Missouri, later
as Vice President, and then as Presi-
dent of our country. Harry Truman
used to say: ‘‘The only thing new in the
world is the history you do not know.”’
Think about that, the only thing new
in the world is the history we forgot or
never learned.

My sister and I grew up in the town
of Danville, VA, right on the North
Carolina border, the last capital of the
confederacy. A lot of people think the
last capital of the confederacy was
Richmond, VA, but it wasn’t. Jefferson
Davis and those closest to him got out
of Richmond, headed south, and ended
up in Danville. That is where my sister
and I grew up, and we saw prejudice
and discrimination as little kids up
close and personal. I will never forget
it. There are some people in Danville
still fighting the Civil War 150 years
afterwards, at least in their minds.

During the Civil War, 800,000 men
were killed on both sides, and hundreds
of thousands of men, women, and chil-
dren were wounded, crippled. When the
war was over, what happened? When
the war was over, our President was as-
sassinated. His successor, Andrew
Johnson, the Senator from Tennessee,
who also served here, was impeached.

Somehow, we got through the Civil
War, with the assassination of a Presi-
dent and the impeachment of a Presi-
dent, and we made it to the 20th cen-
tury—just in time to fight not one but
two World Wars. We won them, led the
world and our allies to victory in the
Cold War, and led the world out of the
Great Depression.

Then, when the Sun came up on the
21st century, on January 1, 2001, here is
where America was as a nation: We had
the strongest economy on Earth, and
we had the most productive workforce
on Earth. For the first time since 1968,
we actually had a balanced budget—not
just one, not two, not three but four
balanced budgets—the last 4 years of
the Clinton Presidency. While we had a
Democratic President and administra-
tion, we had a Republican Congress. If
I am not mistaken, the chairman of the
House Budget Committee was very
much involved in the balanced budgets,
a Republican from Ohio, our friend
John Kasich, former Congressman, now
Governor of Ohio.

So we had the strongest economy and
the most productive workforce, four
balanced budgets in a row, and, on Jan-
uary 1, 2001, we were the most admired
Nation on Earth, and we had the
strongest force for justice on Earth.
That is where we were, after all the bad
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stuff and all those challenges of 150
years, beginning with and following the
Civil War.

If we can get through all that, we can
get through this. In the words of Jef-
ferson, if the American people know
the truth, we will not make a mistake.
That is what Bob Mueller and his folks
are trying to get to, and it is impor-
tant that they succeed.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. RUBIO. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

CHINA

Mr. RUBIO. Madam President, there
has been a lot of coverage over the last
couple of months and years really—but
certainly in the last few days—about
the topic of China, ZTE, and trade. I
have had a lot of questions about it,
both in the hallways from the press
and constituents back home and even
from family and friends who have in-
quired what all the ruckus is about. I
thought this was a good opportunity to
lay out for my constituents and broad-
ly for the American people what is at
stake.

The first thing I would encourage ev-
eryone to do is to separate the two
issues, the issue of trade with China
and the issue of a specific company
called ZTE, which is a phone com-
pany—a telecommunications company
in the cell industry based in China.
They were the fourth largest cell phone
company in America, up until very re-
cently when they struggled to stay in
business. We will talk about that in a
moment, but let’s talk about those two
things separately. They are not nec-
essarily interrelated.

On the broader topic of trade and
China, the United States has an enor-
mous imbalance in trade—as we do
with other countries but none like we
do in China. A trade imbalance, by the
way, in and of itself, is not problem-
atic. It really depends on what has
caused it, but the trade imbalance with
China is problematic because of how it
has happened.

China was basically poor, under-
developed, under a Communist dicta-
torship, and decided it wanted to open
up to the world and become more eco-
nomically prosperous many years ago.

The deal the world made with China
is, we are going to help you develop
economically. You are going to open
up. We are going to help you invest. We
are going to help you create oppor-
tunity. We are going to let your com-
panies invest in our economies.

There are rules in the world for
trade. There are things that are al-
lowed and things that are not allowed.
For example, you are not allowed to
steal another company’s secrets. If an-
other company has figured out how to
make something, that is proprietary.
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They own it, they developed it, they
spent money creating it, and you are
not allowed to go there and steal that
from them and start making it your-
self.

You can’t have rules that say your
companies cannot sell in my country,
but our country can do whatever we
want in your country. There are rules.
China has never played by those rules,
and everybody knew it. Nobody dis-
puted it. Administrations from both
parties, the consensus politically in
America was go ahead. Let’s let China
cheat. Let them keep stealing things
because once China becomes richer and
more prosperous, they will stop doing
that stuff. As soon as China’s economy
grows big enough, not only will they
stop doing all that, but they will be-
come a democracy.

Everyone who said that was wrong.
That is not what has happened. They
are less Democratic, less open today
than they used to be, and they are no
longer just stealing little secrets to be
in the same ballpark. They are stealing
$600 billion a year of intellectual prop-
erty. Six hundred billion dollars a year
is equivalent to what we spend on the
U.S. military. They are stealing the
equivalent of that every single year.

How do they do it? First of all, just
straight-out espionage. Time and
again, they hack computers, they hack
emails. They have spies embedded in-
side companies. They straight-out steal
it through espionage.

The second thing they do to protect
their industries and grow at our ex-
pense is, they don’t allow many of our
companies to do business in China—
huge market. Their companies get to
do business here, but they don’t allow
our companies to do business there—
some companies.

They do allow other companies to do
business in China, but here is the deal.
If you do business in China, it has to be
a joint venture with a Chinese com-
pany—>b1 percent Chinese, 49 percent
American company. On top of that,
there is another catch. If you want to
do business in China with a Chinese
company, you have to transfer your
technology to them. If you want to
build turbines, we will let you build
turbines in China, but you have to
transfer to us the technology of how
you do it.

Do you know why they do that? Be-
cause once they figure out how to do it
themselves, they don’t need their
American partner anymore. They kick
you out, and now they are your com-
petitor and may even put you out of
business. That has happened many
times. If they don’t achieve it by forc-
ing you to transfer, then they straight-
out steal it from you.

They also buy up small companies.
We have a law here that is called
CFIUS process. When a foreign com-
pany, especially from a country like
China, is buying in a key industry, it
undergoes this review to make sure it
is not a deal where they could be tak-
ing secrets that are tied to national se-
curity.
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They figured it out. They are just
buying small American companies, a
bunch of them, in many cases, that are
under the level that we look at, these
subcontractors, and finding their way
in that way.

Suffice it to say that we have a very
serious imbalance with China, but the
imbalance is not the dollars. The im-
balance is in the structure of trade be-
tween China and the United States.
That is why we don’t need a short-term
trade deal. This is not about saying:
All right. Go ahead and buy more of
our agriculture. You guys g0 buy more
of the stuff you were going to buy more
of anyway because you need to. In ex-
change, you get to keep doing what
you are doing now, and there will not
be any tariffs.

That is a short-term deal. It might be
a good headline. You can claim that
you won, but in the end, it doesn’t do
anything to change it. In fact, it leaves
us worse off. You might as well have
not even gotten into this in the first
place. You have actually strengthened
them even more.

Let me tell you how they win this
fight. They go to all those American
multinational corporations, many of
whom are just interested in how their
stock is performing from quarter to
quarter, and say to them: Lobby your
Congressman, lobby your Senator,
lobby the White House, and convince
them to drop all of this.

They do it because what these com-
panies want is to have access to the 1.3
billion people. They don’t care if they
are only 49 percent of the company in
China. They don’t care if they are
stealing their intellectual property. By
the time that matters, the CEO and the
people making that decision will be
long ago retired, with a huge golden
parachute bonus because they delivered
a bunch of quarters of earnings. That is
so shortsighted.

They may not care about it, but
those of us who work here have to be-
cause we do not want to live in a world
where China dominates industry, not
because they outinnovated us or
worked harder, but because they stole
it from us.

By the way, the Chinese have figured
all of this out. They have figured out
exactly how to get things done in
American politics. They don’t lobby
the government. They lobby the busi-
ness sector. Then, all these large cor-
porations go marching onto Capitol
Hill and into the White House and
scream and plead to drop all this. Of
course they do because they are going
to make a lot of money in China over
the next 5 or 6 years.

A lot of these companies are one day
going to be out of business. It is short-
term thinking. Their obligations are to
their shareholders. Their shareholders
are not all Americans. Our obligations
are to the American people and Amer-
ica’s future.

This is disastrous. We need a struc-
tural rebalance, not just a dollar rebal-
ance. China is not a developing coun-
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try. It is the second largest economy in
the world. It will soon be the largest
economy in the world. Yet we continue
to let them cheat and steal. That is the
trade issue.

ZTE is something completely dif-
ferent—related but completely dif-
ferent. Let me tell you about ZTE. ZTE
broke the law. ZTE sold goods and
services to Iran and to North Korea.
They violated sanctions. They tried to
cover it up, and they got caught. When
they got caught, they got hit with a
fine and were told they need to fire the
people who tried to cover it up and the
people who did this. They paid the fine,
but they did not fire the people who did
this. Do you know what they did in-
stead? They gave them bonuses, and
they tried to cover that up.

The Commerce Department said:
Fine. We caught you. We made a deal
with you. You broke that deal. Now the
penalty is, you cannot buy American
semiconductors. That was the penalty.
We are not going to sell you any more
semiconductors for 7 years. ZTE says it
is going to put them out of business be-
cause they do depend on us for semi-
conductors.

Now we are reading there is a new
deal in place, potentially. The new deal
is not official, but I have read it, and it
has been reported. The new deal is this.
We are going to let you stay in busi-
ness. Pay a fine, $1 billion or this
morning I heard $1.3 billion, and $1.3
billion is nothing for a company
backed by the Government of China.
The Chinese Government will pay it for
them. Are you kidding me? Only $1.3
billion to continue to stay in business
and one day replace America in tele-
communications? That is nothing.

The other sanction—guess what it is.
We are going to force you to buy more
things from America.

That is not a punishment. That is a
reward. That is exactly what they
want. That was the sanction. The sanc-
tion was they couldn’t buy more from
us because they can’t stay in business
unless they buy from us. The punish-
ment is going to be, instead of pun-
ishing you by denying you semiconduc-
tors, we are going to really punish you
by forcing you to buy more semi-
conductors from America.

They were going to do that anyway.
That is a reward, not a punishment.
That is a terrible deal. Some people say
that is a deal that is tied into the
broader trade deal, another terrible
deal.

If I were China, I would give us any-
thing we want on ZTE in exchange for
being able to continue to undermine
the American economy, but it goes
deeper than that. Here is the other
problem with ZTE. If it is just one
company, it is one thing. China intends
to dominate the world in the key tech-
nologies of the 21st century—aero-
space, biotech, quantum computing, ar-
tificial intelligence, b5G, and tele-
communications. They are going to
dominate the world.

Do you know why I know that? It
isn’t because I read some fancy article.
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It isn’t because I am on the Intel Com-
mittee. It isn’t because of a hearing. It
isn’t because of a meeting. Do you
know how I know that? Because China
says it. They have a plan called China
2025, Made in China 2025.

Here is what the plan basically
means. By the year 2025, China will be
the dominant country in the world in
these 10 to 12 industries, which happen
to be the 10 to 12 industries that are
going to determine the fate of the 2lst
century. Biotech basically means ge-
netic medicine, the ability to cure dis-
eases like Alzheimer’s disease and oth-
ers that are going to be a plague on the
world in the years to come. Aerospace
means technology for space. It also
means aircraft and the like. They don’t
intend to be competitive in those
fields. They intend to dominate those
fields.

You may say: Well, what is wrong
with that? Countries can want to domi-
nate fields. It is fine.

If you are going to become the domi-
nant power in the world in these key
technologies, you have every right to
do so but not by breaking the rules.
That is how they are doing it.

What is China doing in order to domi-
nate the world in 2025? To their credit,
they invest a lot of money in research
and development. They also invest a
lot of money in stealing whatever we
have already done. Think about it.
America invests taxpayer money. We
innovate something. We innovate it.
After we spend all of your money inno-
vating these things, they take it from
us and steal it. It costs them nothing
to start out exactly where we are after
years and years of work.

Think about that for a moment. That
is an enormous competitive advantage.
They have free research funding by the
American taxpayer. They steal it.

What else do they do? They do other
things. How do they steal it, you may
ask. One of the ways they steal it is
through telecommunications. They are
trying to embed themselves in our tele-
communications system. Here is how.
They know, for example, the U.S. Gov-
ernment or a defense contractor are
not going to buy a ZTE phone, but they
have a solution for that. The solution
is, they sell the ZTE phone, the exact
same phone with the exact same com-
ponents inside of it—the things they
can turn on and off to listen to us or
take emails or documents or whatever
they need, and they sell the exact same
phone to an American telecommuni-
cations provider. The American tele-
communications provider puts their
sticker on it so you think you are buy-
ing not a ZTE phone but a phone that
belongs to an American company, and
they sell it—it is called white label-
ing—or a router. Huawei has a router.
The Department of Defense or the gov-
ernment is not going to put a Huawei
router in a sensitive place. That is fine.
They will sell it to an American com-
pany. That company will take off
Huawei and put on their sticker, and
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you have a router controlled by a Chi-
nese company that is beholden to Chi-
nese intelligence. Even if they wanted
to not cooperate, they don’t have a
choice.

When they tell them, we want you to
go into that router and get the secrets
of this company or the secrets of the
U.S. Government, not only do they
have to do it, they will do it, especially
if it is in telecommunications. That is
happening right now. They embed
themselves in our telecommunications
system that way through white label-
ing.

The other thing they do is they use
their American subcontracting unit.
Again, they know no one is going to
hire them to build a military base and
put the wire in it. You hire an Amer-
ican company. That is the prime con-
tractor. They come in as a subcon-
tractor to the prime contractor, and
they are the ones doing the work. We
think we hired an American company,
but the work is being done by a subcon-
tractor controlled by ZTE or Huawei or
any of these other companies. That is
another way they do it.

I am telling you, we are going to
wake up one day and realize that in our
own country, embedded in our tele-
communications system—in our cable,
in our routers, in our internet—are a
bunch of component pieces that not
only leave vulnerable our Department
of Defense but our business commu-
nity. To what? To stealing corporate
secrets and commercial secrets that
allow them to take the research Amer-
ica has done and use it as their start-
ing point free of cost. This is not fan-
tastic. This is why people are so fired
up about ZTE. This is not a game.

Somebody just sent me an article a
few minutes ago. I don’t know which
one of the publications it was. It was
talking about me and taking on the
President on ZTE. This is not a polit-
ical game. It has nothing to do with
that. This is not about politics. Do we
not understand where we are headed?
You have a country that is actively
saying we are going to displace you. We
are going to be the most powerful
country in the world, and we are going
to do that at your expense. We are here
talking about all kinds of other crazy
things or political reporters cover this
through a political lens. This is not a
game.

Do you know why China wins these
negotiations? Because they don’t play
these games. They know what this is
about. They have a 10-year plan, a 20-
year plan, a 50-year plan. We can’t even
think 48 hours ahead. Everything here
is about a political issue. It is not a
game. Whether you want to believe it
or not, every single one of us was elect-
ed. We participated in politics. I think
most of us, if not all of us, do not want
to live in a world in 10, 15, 20 years on
our watch, where some other country
now dominates the world at our ex-
pense, where we now work for them, we
now are beholden to them for every-
thing from medicines to technologies,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

and we were here when it happened and
didn’t do anything about it because we
were loyal to our party or because we
were too busy focused on—well, just
turn on the news when we have a mas-
sive threat before us.

By the way, this is the stuff histo-
rians write about. A hundred years
from now, we will all look like fools be-
cause, if you are just watching this on
an hour-by-hour basis, it is not a big
story. Yet, 100 years from now, when
someone writes the history of the 21st
century and we have let this happen,
they are going to write about us. They
are going to say that we were fiddling
while Rome was burning, that we were
allowing the Chinese to take over the
world at our expense and displace us
because we were too busy doing all
kinds of other things.

By the way, this is not just about
business. When you turn on some of the
networks that cover the stock market,
they cover this like a casino. Oh, the
trade thing is doing better today, so
the stocks are up or the stocks are
down. Forget about that for a moment.
You can make all of the profits you
want over the next 3 to 6 months. I
promise you, if this continues, in 10 or
15 years, you will not be watching the
U.S. stock market; you will be watch-
ing the Chinese market, and it will be
determining whether our companies
survive. It will be we on the outside,
looking in.

Then Americans are going to wonder:
Why do we no longer invent great
things? Why do we now have to do
whatever China wants in the world in
order to get the medicines we need to
cure my mom or my dad’s Alzheimer’s?

The answer will be, when they were
displacing us, your policymakers were
too busy arguing with each other and
playing dumb, ridiculous games on a
regular basis. Meanwhile, China was fo-
cused like a laser on a plan, and it exe-
cuted it.

This is not a game. I can think of no
more significant issue from the per-
spective of history than what is hap-
pening now. Do not misunderstand me.
I do not come here to say that I want
to be unnecessarily aggressive with
China or that I want there to be a con-
frontation. China is going to be a rich
and a powerful country, and we have no
problem with that—we can’t have any
problem with that—but there has to be
a balance. It cannot be a China that is
rich and powerful and an America that
is weak and not prosperous.

Those imbalances are what create
wars. Those imbalances are what cre-
ate misery. Those imbalances are what
destabilize the planet. That can’t be.
We need to recalibrate this relation-
ship. It needs to be rebalanced on the
trade side. It needs to be protective on
our national security side. It needs to
be equalized. If it is, China can still be
very successful. It is going to invent
things. It is going to create jobs. It is
going to become more prosperous. That
is fine. We have been doing that for 100
years.
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Every person who is sitting in the
Gallery, every person here in the well
of the Senate and on the Senate floor—
everyone you know—has a product on
him—a phone, a belt—that has been
made in another country. The issue is
not that other countries make things
and that we don’t. The issue is not
about our dominating everything. It is
about balance, and this is not balanced.
This is headed for a dramatic imbal-
ance. The imbalance used to be that
they made cheap things and sent them
back to us so we had lower prices. That
is what has happened for the last 30
years. They have made cheaper T-
shirts; they have assembled the phones
more cheaply; and they have shipped
them back to the United States, which
has led to lower prices. That is not the
imbalance I am talking about.

The imbalance we are headed for is
that they will control state-of-the-art
artificial intelligence, that they will
control state-of-the-art quantum com-
puting, which will mean that nothing
will be encrypted anymore, which will
mean that there will be no such thing
as secure cars left. One day, the Presi-
dent of the United States will not be
able to talk to his national security of-
ficials anywhere in the world without
the Chinese hearing it. No matter what
encryption you will put in, they will
break it with a quantum computer.
That is the imbalance I am talking
about.

The imbalance I am talking about is
when, one day, we will have a dispute
with China on something—on national
security somewhere in the world—and
it will threaten to cut off our supply of
biomedicines. In essence, it will threat-
en the lives of Americans in their not
getting medicine unless we cave to Chi-
na’s desires. That is the imbalance I
am talking about.

The imbalance I am talking about is
one where it dominates aerospace,
where it is the nation that controls
satellites and satellite communication,
where it is the nation that controls 5G.
We are headed toward autonomous ve-
hicles. Autonomous vehicles will de-
pend on bG technology. China will
dominate the world in 5G, and we will
depend on it. So we are going to build
a fleet of autonomous trucks and au-
tonomous cars, and none of them will
work if the Chinese decided to shut it
down because they will dominate that
field. That is the imbalance I am talk-
ing about.

If this all sounds fantastic or apoca-
lyptic, look it up. Research it. I prom-
ise you that you will not find a single
person who is versed on this topic who
will disagree with what I am saying.
This is the threat that we face, and we
are not facing it squarely.

I would advise those who cover this
issue to stop covering it as a political
issue. There are some things that are
so important to this country that I
don’t care what the politics are, and
most of my colleagues don’t either.
These are definitional things that will
define the 21st century.
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I would advise us not to cover this as
a purely economic issue because there
is a way to grow the trade gap in the
short term. We can sell China a lot
more of the things it is willing to buy
anyway. It doesn’t intend to lead the
world in those things in exchange for
its dominating us in the long run. Get
rid of the short-term thinking, and
start thinking our competitor has a
50-, a 100-, a 20-, and a 5-year plan, and
we don’t even know what we are going
to be talking about next week.

It is time to wake up to this threat
because we have two ways forward.
There can be a balanced relationship
between two great powers that leads to
a world that is stable and secure and
prosperous or we can have an imbal-
anced world in which the rising power
of China is at the direct expense of a
falling status quo power in the United
States. That instability will lead to
conflict and a way of life for Americans
that we will find unacceptable. Then it
will be too late. Then we will have to
explain, maybe, to our children and,
most certainly, to our grandchildren
why the America we grew up in—that
led the world in all of the great innova-
tions and in all of the great ideas, that
provided prosperity to millions of peo-
ple here and around the world—and the
America they get to grow up in is a
second-tiered power while China domi-
nates everything that matters.

If you think that is not a big deal,
one of the reasons democracy has
spread across the planet is that the
world’s most powerful country has
been a democracy. If the world’s most
powerful and dominant mnation on
Earth is a dictatorship—a country that
has no respect for privacy, a country
that has no respect for free speech, a
country that has no respect for reli-
gious liberty of its open people, a coun-
try that has no regard for human
rights anywhere in the world—what do
you think the world is going to look
like in 20 or 30 years? It is not going to
be a better place.

Democracy is morally superior to
autocratic regimes. We should not be
afraid to say that. If for no other rea-
son—if you want to put aside econom-
ics for a moment and confront it from
that angle—we cannot allow an auto-
cratic dictatorship to dominate the
global economy and global technology
by stealing from us at the expense of
the democratic order in the world. De-
mocracies are morally superior to dic-
tatorships. If we allow China to cheat
and steal its way into dominance, there
will be more dictatorships and fewer
democracies on this planet, and we will
all pay a price for that.

I urge everyone to take this issue se-
riously. I urge the President to listen
carefully to those in his own adminis-
tration who understand this threat for
what it is holistically, and I urge them
to move in a direction that recalibrates
the structure of our relationship with
China economically and that does not
allow not just ZTE but numerous other
telecom companies to continue to grow
and spy at our expense.
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That is what I encourage them to do,
and that is the right thing to do for the
future of this country, not some short-
term deal that makes us feel good and
potentially gets a positive headline in
the short term but what historians will
condemn as the beginning of the end of
America’s place in the world as its
most influential Nation.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
JOHNSON). The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, first, I
want to add my comments to those by
my friend from Florida, Senator RUBIO,
about China.

I remember years ago, when I was
helping to lead the opposition to Chi-
na’s admission into the World Trade
Organization, when American CEOs
came to this body and said one after
another to Members of Congress that
they wanted access to billions of Chi-
nese consumers when what they really
wanted was access to hundreds of mil-
lions of Chinese workers. U.S. compa-
nies, as part of a business plan, consist-
ently shut down production, whether it
was in the Florida Panhandle or wheth-
er it was in Northeast Ohio, and moved
those productions overseas. They en-
riched that Communist government
and gave China the wherewithal that
Senator RUBIO talks about now.

That is the importance of the CFIUS
legislation we did yesterday in the
Banking Committee that Senator
CRAPO, Senator VAN HOLLEN, and I
worked on. It is the importance of
many of the issues that Senator RUBIO
raised, so I thank my colleague from
Florida.

Mr. President, I rise to oppose the
nomination of Brian Montgomery. He
has been nominated by the President
to serve in the U.S. Department of
Housing and Urban Development as an
Assistant Secretary of Housing and as
the Federal Housing Commissioner.

If confirmed, Mr. Montgomery would
oversee the Federal Housing Adminis-
tration, the FHA, which insures loans
for homeowners, multifamily rental
buildings, and healthcare facilities
originated by HUD-approved mortgage
lenders; oversees HUD’s Housing Coun-
seling Program; and provides rental as-
sistance for over 1.2 million low-in-
come seniors, individuals with disabil-
ities, and families.

We are considering this nomination
at a time when the Nation faces all
kinds of housing challenges. Thanks to
a deep shortage of affordable rental
housing—think about this—a quarter
of all renters, of all households, are
paying more than half of their incomes
for housing. That means, if anything
goes bad in their lives—if their cars
break down on the way to work or if
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their children are sick, and they have
to decide to send their children to
school anyway or to stay home and
lose a day’s pay and get behind on their
rent—then everything will go bad for
them.

Far too many creditworthy bor-
rowers still struggle to access sustain-
able credit in the mortgage market,
particularly in communities of color.
In February, the Center for Investiga-
tive Reporting released data showing
that people of color were far more like-
ly—in some cases, more than five times
as likely—to be denied conventional
mortgages. They found this data in 61
metropolitan areas around the coun-
try. It is not limited to only a few
places.

Mr. Montgomery, in his having
served previously in the position for
which he has been nominated, would
bring both valuable experience and an
appreciation for the importance of the
programs he would lead if he is con-
firmed. He has spoken about the value
of the FHA as both a responsible en-
gine of homeownership and a counter-
cyclical tool to ensure that mortgage
credit remains available. He has also
supported the Office of Housing’s af-
fordable housing program. That is the
good news.

The bad news is that I am concerned
that Mr. Montgomery, in the interest
of making the FHA a better partner to
the mortgage industry after having
served in the industry as a board mem-
ber or adviser, will lose sight of the in-
terests that FHA and consumers have.
Following his previous tenure at HUD,
Mr. Montgomery cofounded a con-
sulting firm that provided a range of
services to financial services compa-
nies, services that included helping
FHA participants minimize penalties
from HUD enforcement actions. He also
sits on the boards of companies whose
businesses could be affected by FHA
and Federal housing policies.

Perhaps more troubling is that Mr.
Montgomery has stated concerns about
“‘excessive’” Federal enforcement ef-
forts against mortgage lenders in the
years following the mortgage crisis, in-
cluding pursuing claims under the
False Claims Act.

In late last year, the Trump adminis-
tration’s Department of Justice noted
‘“‘the False Claims Act serves as the
government’s primary civil remedy to
redress false claims for government
funds and property’ and further noted
that recoveries under the act are ‘“‘a
message to those who do business with
the government that fraud and dishon-
esty will not be tolerated.”

The False Claims Act was cited in
several post-crisis Federal enforcement
actions, including a $1.2 billion settle-
ment with Wells Fargo in 2016 and in a
2014 settlement with JPMorgan Chase
for ‘“‘knowingly originating and under-
writing noncompliant mortgage loans
submitted for insurance coverage and
guarantees’ at the FHA.

Obviously, fraud has no place in FHA
programs. However, without a strong
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signal that fraud and dishonesty will
not be tolerated, some lenders who
don’t play by the rules will, once again,
push the envelope with damaging ef-
fects to families and taxpayers.

I hope that Mr. Montgomery proves
me wrong and that under his leader-
ship, HUD will emerge as a strong ad-
vocate for consumers and affordable
housing and assisted families. It is
hard for me to believe that, though,
when you look down the street at the
White House, and the White House,
frankly, looks like a retreat for Wall
Street executives and those connected
to those financial interests.

Consumers and families need an ad-
vocate at HUD. So far, the administra-
tion’s response to our rental housing
shortage, unbelievably enough, has
been to propose the slashing of billions
from housing programs and the raising
of rent on low-income, HUD-assisted
families, seniors, and people with dis-
abilities. After all, as the HUD Sec-
retary said—after giving this tax cut
where 80 percent of the tax cut, of the
$1-plus trillion, went to the richest 1
percent of people in this country—they
had to make cuts to the cleanup of
Lake Erie, which Senator KLOBUCHAR
and I care so much about; they had to
make cuts in Head Start; and they had
to propose raising the eligibility age
for Social Security and Medicare. They
had to make these cuts. That was part
of the deal of a tax cut for the rich. So
it is just a little hard for us to buy in
to some of their reasoning.

The administration has been disman-
tling consumer protections and eroding
fair housing enforcement at HUD and
the CFPB. Just yesterday, Congress
passed legislation making it harder to
detect and protect against violations of
fair housing laws, particularly reverse
redlining, as if we didn’t deal with that
issue decades ago. We all should come
to agreement that redlining is wrong.
It devastated borrowers and commu-
nities during the crisis, and it hasn’t
gotten a whole lot better.

I hope Mr. Montgomery, when he is
confirmed, will use his office to advo-
cate for housing solutions that work
for our families and our communities.
These matters are far too important
for too many Americans to do other-
wise.

I oppose his nomination. I hope I am
wrong. I hope he actually does the
things that someone in that position at
HUD should do.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
HYDE-SMITH). The Senator from Min-
nesota.

ANTITRUST ENFORCEMENT

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Madam President,
I come to the Senate floor today to dis-
cuss what I consider an often over-
looked issue that is of central impor-
tance to the well-being of American
consumers and our Nation’s economic
strength, and that is antitrust enforce-
ment.

Before I was a Senator, I was a pros-
ecutor for 8 years, and before that, I
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was a lawyer in private practice. Early
in my legal career, my main client
when I was a brandnew lawyer was
MCI. At the time, MCI was a young, in-
novative telecom company that was de-
termined to disrupt the telecom indus-
try by competing with first long-dis-
tance carriers and then local monopoly
carriers. It was exciting for me to rep-
resent a company like that. They had a
lot of scrappy lawyers who viewed
themselves as fighting for consumers
to give them some alternatives and
lower prices.

I remember that at one of my regu-
latory hearings, I actually quoted the
first words Alexander Graham Bell said
over the telephone: ‘‘Come here, Wat-
son, I need you.” But in the Wild West
world of MCI, when they were getting
ready to relay the first-ever commu-
nication between St. Louis and Chi-
cago—which seems odd to the younger
pages here—at the time, Bell compa-
nies dominated all telecoms, and we
only had those old-style telephones and
only one company in an area that of-
fered service. So MCI came in to com-
pete by building their own line between
St. Louis and Chicago. One of their in-
vestors, Irwin Hirsh, memorialized this
great moment, and instead of saying
““Come here, Watson, I need you,” he
said, “I'll be damned. It actually
works.”’

But make no mistake—without anti-
trust law, MCI would never have
worked. We would have had no com-
petitors. We would have been stuck in
the old Bell operating company world.
MCI took on Bell operating company
and AT&T and ultimately broke up
that monopoly. This breakup lowered
long-distance prices for consumers
across the country and ushered in an
era of amazing innovation and revolu-
tionized the telecom industry and, yes,
brought down those long-distance
prices.

Antitrust may not always make
front-page headlines these days, but
antitrust enforcement is as important
now as it has ever been. It remains
vital to the welfare of our country, and
we ignore it at our own peril.

People often ask me, what does anti-
trust law have to do with our economy?
The answer I always give is, every-
thing. Let me repeat that. Antitrust
has everything to do with our broader
economy. That is becoming clearer to
the American public. People intu-
itively understand that there is too
much industry consolidation in this
country. They understand that is not
necessarily good for them whether they
are a Democrat or a Republican or an
Independent. They understand that the
benefits of big corporate mergers go
largely to the merged companies and
their investors and not to the public.

This highlights the fact that anti-
trust is not just a subject for competi-
tion policy circles or law school class-
room discussion or the business section
of the mnewspaper; antitrust policy
touches people across our country, and
they are beginning to see how impor-
tant it is to their lives.
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Two-thirds of Americans have come
to believe that the economy unfairly
favors powerful interests. Even as our
economy stabilizes and grows stronger,
it is easy to see why people feel that
way.

Every year, I go to all 87 counties in
my State. Everywhere I go, people tell
me that while the job situation has im-
proved since the downturn over the
last decade—and, in fact, we need
workers for a lot of the jobs that are
open in our economy—they are still
struggling with the cost of living.

In my State, we are fortunate to
have a strong economy, but the cost of
living is by no means low, and that is
true all over the United States. For
some, it is rent payments. For others,
it is mortgages. For others, it is pre-
scription drugs—and that is actually
for almost everyone—and mobile phone
service. To many people who dream of
starting their own business, that is
hard to do when those costs are so
high.

Anticompetitive mergers and exces-
sive concentration can increase these
cost burdens. They may lead these cost
burdens, whether it is in the agri-
culture industry or the cable industry
or certainly the pharmaceutical indus-
try, where we see monopoly power over
certain kinds of drugs, where we see
pharmaceuticals basically, in the
words of the President of the United
States while he was campaigning,
““able to get away with murder.” Yet,
what are we doing about it? Well, the
people would like us to do something
about it. They are increasingly real-
izing that antitrust has everything to
do with the prices they pay for goods
and services and with the health of our
global economy.

These are not novel ideas. Think
back to trust-busting. Think back to
Teddy Roosevelt. Think back to this
American entrepreneurial spirit of
small companies and individuals being
able to compete against each other.
That is what our economy is all about
in America. When companies are al-
lowed to compete and people are al-
lowed to get into a business, businesses
can offer higher quality goods for the
lowest possible price.

The point I want to emphasize is
this: Talking about antitrust in a nar-
row way is outdated and oversim-
plified. Antitrust enforcement affects
more than price and output. We now
have evidence that competition fosters
small business growth, reduces inequal-
ity, and increases innovation. In short,
tackling concentrations of power is a
linchpin to a healthy economy and a
civil society.

With respect to business growth, evi-
dence suggests that it is nearly impos-
sible for new firms to penetrate highly
concentrated markets, so ensuring
competitive markets is one clear way
to help entrepreneurs and small busi-
nesses succeed. We all know how im-
portant small business growth is to our
economy.
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Research also suggests that con-
centration increases income inequal-
ity. Firms with market power raise
prices, which takes money from con-
sumers and puts it in the pockets of
the few. Concentration also blunts in-
centives to innovate. Why would some-
one innovate if they know they can
just keep the product they have, not
invest in R&D, not invest in innova-
tion, because they have the only prod-
uct on the market because no one is
competing with them for something
better? When there are 8 or 10 competi-
tors, they will try everything to get a
leg up on their competition by low-
ering prices and finding new products
that people want. When there are only
one or two firms, there is little incen-
tive to make product improvements,
develop new products, or certainly
bring down those prices.

We have to recognize the broader
benefits of antitrust enforcement—es-
pecially today, when we are living in a
wave of consolidation across indus-
tries. Since 2008, American firms have
engaged in more than $10 trillion in ac-
quisitions. The last few years have seen
a steady increase in mergers reviewed
by the Federal Trade Commission and
the Justice Department’s Antitrust Di-
vision. But it is not just the number of
deals. I recall former Assistant Attor-
ney General for Antitrust Bill Baer, a
lifelong antitrust lawyer, saying that
his agency was reviewing deals that
raised such serious antitrust concerns
that they should have never made it
out of the boardroom.

As former chair and ranking member
of the Antitrust Subcommittee, I have

raised concerns about several
megamerger proposals over the last few
years.

Look at the Comcast-Time Warner
merger proposal. As I pointed out at a
hearing in the Judiciary Committee, if
the merger had been approved, the
combined company would have con-
trolled 60 percent of the country’s
high-speed and broadband customers.

Look at the failed merger between
Norfolk Southern Railway and Cana-
dian Pacific—something I took on im-
mediately after it was announced. Even
without the merger, 90 percent of
freight traffic is still handled by only
four railroads. As I pointed out then,
this is the same number of railroads on
the Monopoly board. Four is what we
are down to after having literally 63 of
these major railroads years and years
ago, then going down to 9, and now we
are at only 4.

When a State has a lot of rural areas
like mine has—we are fifth in the coun-
try for ag, and I think of the Presiding
Officer’s State—customers or farmers
or small businesses that are at the very
end of that freight rail line are called
captive customers because they are
only served in reality by one railroad.
They see their rates go up, and they
have no other choices. The more num-
bers are reduced, the more difficult it
becomes for people to get good rates so
they are able to get their goods to mar-
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ket. It is easier when you are in a high-
ly concentrated market, but it is very
hard when you are not.

These examples are part of a larger
pattern of horizontal consolidation and
vertical integration. Those are words
you hear only in law school classes or
maybe see in the business section of
the paper, but that is what is hap-
pening.

We all know about AT&T’s bid to buy
Time Warner and the Justice Depart-
ment lawsuit to block the deal, but
that is not all. Sinclair Broadcast
Group is trying to buy Tribune Media.
Bayer is trying to buy Monsanto. CVS
is trying to acquire Aetna.

Most recently, T-Mobile signed an
agreement to buy Sprint, which would
combine two of only four major cell
phone carriers in the United States.
Again, I note that number of four—the
number on the Monopoly board—which
would go down further to three. In fact,
T-Mobile has been playing a major dis-
rupting role—I mean disruption that is
good in terms of bringing down prices.
We have all seen the ads with what
they are offering. This merger would
merge two of those phone companies,
and we would be down to only three.
More than three-quarters of American
adults now own smartphones, including
many who depend on these devices for
their primary connection to the inter-
net. Many of them don’t even have
local phone service. Now we will bring
their choices for major carriers down
to three if this deal goes through.

Last October, in anticipation of this
transaction, and weeks ago, after it
was announced, I sent letters with a
number of my colleagues raising anti-
trust concerns and urging the Justice
Department and the Federal Commu-
nications Commission to investigate
this potential transaction. Today, Sen-
ator LEE and I are announcing that we
are going to hold a hearing to look at
these issues very carefully and very se-
riously in a bipartisan way in the Anti-
trust Subcommittee next month.

Often, in connection with large merg-
ers, the merging parties and the invest-
ment community promise millions,
sometimes billions of dollars in effi-
ciencies and cost savings. But after
closing, do consumers actually see the
promised lower prices or the improved
quality? I think the American people
deserve an answer to that question. To
address these issues, we need aggres-
sive antitrust enforcement.

Let’s talk about that. Unfortunately,
current levels of Federal antitrust en-
forcement activity are not where they
need to be. I take my responsibilities
on the Antitrust Subcommittee seri-
ously, and Chairman LEE and I have
done a lot of important work together
on the subcommittee over the past few
years. Also, we are both committed to
the professionalism and the independ-
ence of the Federal Trade Commission
and the Antitrust Division.

Antitrust and competition are not
Republican or Democratic issues; they
are consumer issues. We can all agree
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that robust competition is essential to
our free market economy. In light of
this consensus, the enormous economic
consequences of lax antitrust enforce-
ment, and the current merger wave,
these issues require our urgent atten-
tion.

Let me explain.

Our economy, in terms of nominal
GDP, has increased by 30 percent be-
tween 2010 and 2017, and annual merger
filings have almost doubled during that
time. At the same time, our antitrust
agencies’ budgets have been held flat.
As a result, agencies are only able to
litigate cases involving the most high-
ly concentrated markets. This limits
the attention they pay to closer or
more difficult cases.

Despite these constraints, agencies
are doing what they can, but we need
to do more. Giving agencies the re-
sources to pursue the harder cases will
pay real dividends to our economy.
When I say resources, I also mean the
legal tools necessary to protect com-
petition.

When it comes to mergers, the pro-
tections in the Clayton Act—that is
the antitrust law—have slowly been
eroded. Over time, we have seen a sys-
temic underenforcement of our com-
petition laws. The result has been even
larger mergers and more concentrated
industries, and American consumers
are taking notice. We need to give our
agencies the legal tools to push back.

That is why I have introduced two
major antitrust bills over the last year.
The first will give our antitrust agen-
cies the resources they need to protect
competition. Now, this is not coming
off the backs of taxpayers because, as I
have already explained, they are al-
ready having to foot the bill for a lot of
these mergers in terms of higher
prices. This bill would, in fact, update
merger filing fees for the first time
since 2001. Think of how many years
that is and how the competitive land-
scape and the merger landscape have
changed during those 17 years. This bill
would lower the burden on small and
medium-sized businesses for their fil-
ing fees and ensure that larger deals,
where we are seeing all of these activi-
ties—these billion-dollar deals where
they hire so many lawyers that there
are more lawyers on those deals than
there are Senators’ desks in this
room—have fees on businesses that
would raise enough revenues so tax-
payers could foot less of the bill for
merger review. I am not talking about
an across-the-board business tax. I am
talking about higher fees on those
businesses—major businesses, huge
businesses—that are seeking to merge
and reap the benefits. If their lawyers
can get all kinds of bonuses for getting
the deals through, at least the tax-
payers should be getting the bonus of
being able to know that someone is
looking out for them in reviewing
these deals.

Effective enforcement also depends
on feedback. As the size of mergers
have grown, so have the complexities
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of merger settlements. A question for
modern enforcement is whether some
proposed mergers are simply too big to
fix. Agencies can make better enforce-
ment decisions if they understand what
has worked in the past.

So my bill gives the agencies the
tools to assess whether merger consent
decrees have in fact been successful.
Have all those promises we hear at the
hearings or we see in writing or we
read about in the business pages really
come to fruition?

In addition, we need a better under-
standing of the effects of market con-
solidation on our economy. That is
why we need to study the effects of
mergers on wages, employment, inno-
vation, and new business formation. We
also must give our antitrust agencies
and courts the legal tools necessary to
protect competition.

That is why my second bill, the Con-
solidation Prevention and Competition
Promotion Act, would restore the Clay-
ton Act’s original purpose of promoting
competition by updating our legal
standards so our legal standards are as
sophisticated as the companies that
are proposing these mergers and the
kinds of mergers they are proposing.

My bill clarifies that we can prevent
mergers that reduce choice, foreclose
competition through vertical consoli-
dation, stifle innovation, or create mo-
nopsony. OK, that is a great word you
would hear in law school classrooms,
but what does it mean? Well, it means
where a buyer has the power to reduce
wages or prices.

It also creates a more stringent legal
standard to stop harmful consolidation
and shifts the burden for megamergers
so the parties involved in the deal have
to prove the merger does not harm
competition. So what we are talking
about here is when a big company buys
another and then has that power to
make it so that the other competitors
aren’t really going to be able to com-
pete with the company that they
bought, because this huge company
might have the ability to bring down
prices or do things temporarily to the
point that they get other people out of
the market or they hurt the others to
the extent that you then don’t have
real competition, and that is what they
are doing.

Let me be clear. Big by itself is not
necessarily bad, and large mergers do
not always harm consumers. My home
State of Minnesota now has 19 Fortune
500 companies, and we all benefit from
the fact that the largest and most suc-
cessful companies in the world are
American companies.

If we want the success to continue,
our new businesses must have the same
opportunities to grow as the businesses
that came before them. Target, one of
my favorite companies based in my
State, started as a dry goods store in a
small pedestrian mall that is now a big
one in Minnesota, way, way back. That
is a true story. And 3M, a big company
out of my State, started as a sandpaper
company. OK, so we have to make sure
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these small companies continue to
grow and are able to compete, but that
is not going to happen if we shove them
out.

Our new businesses must have those
same opportunities. Promoting com-
petition and preventing excessive in-
dustry consolidation is the way we en-
courage this country’s next big idea.
Take Trader Joe’s, JetBlue, and
Starbucks. These companies started
small, but they were able to get a foot-
hold in the market and succeed because
our antitrust laws prevented large, es-
tablished competitors from limiting
their growth. As a result, the American
people get better products and services.

These bills will simply ensure that
the next American business success
story is possible. They will allow entre-
preneurs and innovators to succeed in
open, competitive markets.

We can do this, and we should do
this. It doesn’t take a miracle. It just
takes people acknowledging what has
made our economy strong in America.
Antitrust law and policy are not al-
ways front and center in our debates,
but they should be. The proposals in
these bills will improve the lives of
businesses and people across the coun-
try.

Protecting competition speaks to the
basic principles of opportunity and
fairness. It speaks to the simple notion
that companies with the best ideas and
the most innovative products will have
a chance to rise to the top based on
their own merits, and the reality is
that these principles are at risk. We
are currently experiencing a dramatic
increase in both the number and size of
mergers. As our markets and tech-
nologies evolve, our agencies and
courts are less able to address this in-
creased concentration and the really
big guys like it that way.

That is why we have to stand up in
this Chamber for the American people.
We cannot wait any longer. We need
vigorous antitrust enforcement. We
need to improve the tools and the re-
sources that those who are trying, at
least, to put a modicum of enforcement
in place are able to exercise. Our econ-
omy depends on it.

Madam President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Florida.

SECURE ELECTIONS

Mr. NELSON. Madam President, the
right to vote is one of the most pre-
cious rights we have here in America.
How we protect it is so cherished, and
it is also cherished by peoples all over
the world who don’t get a chance to ex-
ercise that right. Our constitutional
foundation is built on a process of free,
fair, and unfettered elections.

Well, what happened in this country
2 years ago put a crack in that founda-
tion, and it started to sow the seeds of
doubt that, if gone unchecked, could
undermine our entire democracy. After
painstaking analyses by the intel-
ligence community, which are in com-
plete agreement—unanimous in the
IC—we know that Russia interfered in
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our 2016 election. We know that Russia
continues to meddle in the elections of
not only our country now but in other
countries around the world. We saw
that in the elections in Europe last
year. Fortunately, what they tried in
France backfired on them, and they
didn’t get their candidate to win. We
also know that if we don’t act now,
they are likely going to continue this
interference in the elections here in
this country that are coming up in just
a few months.

The threat that we face today from
Russia’s meddling in our elections and
attempting to undermine our democ-
racy 1is really one of the greatest
threats we face. Congress recognizes
this threat, and we have taken action
to protect that vote. But none of it
matters if respective States will not
work with us and take this threat seri-
ously.

So last March we passed a bill that
authorized $380 million to help State
elections officials strengthen their
elections security and update their
elections equipment. Now, of the total
of $380 million for the country, $19 mil-
lion of it was set aside for my State,
the State of Florida. While at least a
dozen other States have applied for and
received funding to help them protect
their systems from Russian intrusion,
my State of Florida hasn’t even applied
for one single dollar of the $19 million
set aside for Florida—not one.

In fact, the government of Florida
through Florida’s secretary of State
said recently that it is not planning to
apply for any funding to improve secu-
rity during the upcoming November
election. Obviously, when you consider
the risk and what Russia did, which the
intelligence community all agree was
done to us in the last election, why in
the world would the State of Florida
not apply for any of the $19 million set
aside for our State? We know that Rus-
sia had intruded into the election
mechanism and records of 21 States,
and the State of Florida was one of
those States.

Although we don’t know what kind of
interference the Russians are going to
try in the upcoming November elec-
tions, we do know that Russian Presi-
dent Vladimir Putin—having interfered
in 2016 and causing so much chaos and,
therefore, attacking the very founda-
tion of our constitutional democracy—
is likely to do it again. So why
wouldn’t the government of the State
of Florida apply for $19 million of funds
set aside for Florida to upgrade and
protect our election system?

We know we are not the only country
that has been attacked and, according
to the U.S. intelligence community, he
obviously is going to continue this
type of behavior. So we better get
ready.

That is why we have such a heavy re-
sponsibility to defend America from
these types of attacks and to defend
our process of free, fair, and unfettered
elections. We need to rebuild trust in
our elections, and at the same time we
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need to ensure that every citizen who
wishes to exercise their right to vote is
able to do so. It also can be counted,
and it can be counted as they intended
it to count.

Remember this goes back to 1965.
Congress passed the Voting Rights Act
of 1965 to protect the right of every cit-
izen to vote. But in a 5-to-4 Supreme
Court decision, it declared that part of
that law was outdated, and it removed
much needed voter protections that we
have come to rely on for minorities,
and we have come to rely on them for
the last half century.

Part of this Supreme Court decision
struck down part of the law as it ap-
plied to protecting minorities in cer-
tain counties in the State of Florida.
The Justices voted to strike down that
important part of the Voting Rights
Act on a 5-to-4 decision. They said that
it was outdated because we no longer
have the blatant voter suppression tac-
tics we once did years and decades ago.

I disagree. We have seen a lot of
voter suppression. Since the 2010 elec-
tion, we have seen a number of States,
including my State of Florida, approve
voting restrictions targeted directly at
reducing turnout among young, low-in-
come, and minority voters. Why? Be-
cause they traditionally support one
particular party.

In 2011, for example, the Florida leg-
islature, State officials, and the Gov-
ernor of Florida reduced the number of
early voting days in Florida, including
canceling the Sunday before the Tues-
day election as an early-voting date. It
is not a coincidence that there was use
of early-voting days, particularly on
weekends—particularly on that Sunday
before the Tuesday election, where peo-
ple become sensitive and recognize
that there is about to be an election
day. We have found that particularly
minority voters in Florida—African
Americans, as well as Hispanics—would
take advantage of voting when they did
not have to go to work. You have heard
the term ‘‘Souls to the Polls.” So
often, after church on Sunday, many
church members would go to the polls.

They made voting more difficult for
people who had moved to a different
county. It became more difficult, even
though we have a very mobile popu-
lation moving within a State. They
also made it more difficult for young
people, particularly college students,
who changed their address because
they had moved and wanted to vote in
the town where the university was, but
their identification often was their
driver’s license, which showed their
parents’ residence. Again, this made it
more difficult instead of making it
easier to vote.

The State of Florida subjected voter
registration groups like the League of
Women Voters, which had been reg-
istering voters for three-quarters of a
century—suddenly, they were subjected
to penalties and fines if they didn’t re-
turn the signatures in a short period of
time, which was impossible if they got
the signatures over a weekend. And
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they would nitpick with penalties and
fines on some small mistake when they
were trying to help someone register to
vote. Happily, the League of Women
Voters went to Federal court, and the
Federal judge threw that law out as
unconstitutional. But that decision
was right before the election, and lo
and behold, the League of Women Vot-
ers had lost a year and a half of voter
registration.

You won’t believe this. In 2014, an
elections official in Miami-Dade—
which was, coincidentally, one of the
more Democratic counties in the
State—closed restrooms to voters who
were waiting in line at the polling
sites. As a matter of fact, there was so
much chaos in one previous election—
the election of 2012—that lines were up-
ward of 7 hours long.

I will never forget the woman who
was a century old—100 years. Every-
body kept bringing her a chair and
bringing her water. Well, some of those
waiting in lines didn’t have the oppor-
tunity to go to the restroom, despite
waiting to vote for hours and hours.

In that same election cycle, 2014, the
State’s top elections official told a
local election supervisor not to allow
voters to submit absentee ballots at re-
mote drop-off sites, ordering that elec-
tions official that there could be only
one site. That supervisor of elections,
by the way, told the State of Florida to
go take a hike—that they had a way of
securing the ballots by dropping them
in several different sites that were for-
merly approved.

Then the State of Florida denied a
request from the city of Gainesville to
use a University of Florida campus
building for early voting, a move seen
by some as a direct assault on student
voting. Can you believe that? The
State of Florida government, through
the Secretary of the State, is going to
order the University of Florida not to
allow the student center on campus to
be a place of convenience for students
to cast an early vote. That order has
stood. It has stood, and instead of mak-
ing it easier for people to vote, it has
made it harder. All too often, we have
let these things go.

This Senator is not letting it go be-
cause the League of Women Voters in
Florida has now taken the government
of the State of Florida to Federal court
on behalf of students at the University
of Florida, as well as Florida State,
saying: You are arbitrarily saying that
we cannot vote in a convenient place
on campus, in a government-owned
public building on campus. You cannot
order that we cannot use that in an-
ticipation of elections this coming No-
vember.

Too often we find ourselves divided
on these issues of party politics, but
that shouldn’t be the case. There
should be no disagreement when it
comes to protecting the right to vote
and making it easier, not harder, for
people to vote. Why? Because we ought
to be Americans first, not partisans
first. We should be Americans first, and
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the State of Florida should get its act
in order to let the people vote.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Georgia.

VA MISSION BILL

Mr. ISAKSON. Madam President, I
am delighted to stand today, shoulder
to shoulder with all my colleagues on
the Veterans’ Affairs Committees in
the House and the Senate, to thank the
Senate for a very strong vote on clo-
ture yesterday to take us to a point
today where we will pass the VA MIS-
SION Act, which is this legislative
body fulfilling a promise to those who
fought and sacrificed for each of us to
be here today—our families and loved
ones as well.

For years, there have been problems
in the VA in terms of healthcare. You
read the headlines. I read them, too,
and our constituents read them. In Ari-
zona, we had veterans who died waiting
to get a routine appointment. We had
scheduling errors. People were getting
bonuses for scheduling things they had
falsified. We had a lot of things that
were disappointing to all of us. We
worked hard in the Veterans Affairs
Committee in the House and Senate to
address these tough issues head-on and
fix them so that the VA would be the
best functioning health delivery sys-
tem it could possibly be for the people
who were willing to risk their lives for
each of us when they joined the mili-
tary.

I think it is appropriate that we are
doing this the week before Memorial
Day. Next Monday, we will celebrate
all of those who, in all the wars that
preceded the fight we have today, rep-
resented our country, volunteered un-
selfishly, fought, and in some cases
died for America’s peace, freedom, lib-
erty, and the perpetuation of our de-
mocracy.

One promise we made to them was
that they would have good quality
healthcare, and it would be successful.
Four years ago, with the leadership of
JOHN MCcCAIN, we started the move-
ment toward Veterans Choice. We
passed a good bill with a 40-mile rule
and a 30-day rule. The 40-mile rule said
that if you live within 40 miles of a VA
clinic or service, you can go to a closer
clinic in the private sector, as long as
it is approved by the VA. The 30-day
rule said that if you couldn’t get an ap-
pointment for a routine medical serv-
ice in 30 days, you could get an ap-
pointment in the private sector, and
the VA would approve it. But the lab-
yrinth of the approval process for that
30-day appointment or that 40-mile ac-
cess made it almost impossible for the
veteran, in many cases, to get access
that is as timely as we would like it to
be.

It was a good start. It was an im-
provement in our process. It addressed
the problem—but not well enough. We
learned enough as a test bed to know
that veterans liked Choice, as long as
it was not so cumbersome that they
couldn’t use it. The VA liked Choice, as
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long as they were a partner with a vet-
eran who made the choices, so we lost
no continuity in healthcare.

With the passage of the MISSION
Act, we are repealing both the 30-day
rule and the 40-mile rule. Instead, we
are saying the following: If you are an
eligible veteran for VA healthcare
services, you can choose a private sec-
tor doctor if you want to, as long as
the conditions and circumstances, in
concert with your VA primary care
doctor, fit. In other words, the VA
needs to know about it and work with
you in making that decision and work
with you in finding that private doctor.
We are not going to have mountains of
paperwork and third-party administra-
tors breaking the rules and regulations
and slowing things down. Instead, the
VA will be motivated to see you, the
veteran, get fast, timely service and
quality healthcare, whether it is pri-
vate or the VA.

There have been some who have
talked about this being privatization.
It is not privatization; it is mobiliza-
tion. We are mobilizing healthcare for
the veterans to see to it that they have
access in a timely fashion. The VA is
an instrumental service for our vet-
erans who come home. Many of them
come home with injuries and sick-
nesses and illnesses and diseases that,
quite frankly, nobody ever con-
templated people surviving.

Who heard of PTSD and TBI 20 years
ago? Who saw veterans lose arms and
legs—in some cases, all of their arms
and legs—and survive a Dbattlefield
wound? How many of you have seen
people wear an eye prosthesis, where
they had an eye replaced? The VA has
specialists who can do all of those
things, the best in the world. They can
deliver high-quality healthcare and
high-quality rehabilitation to veterans
with the most serious injuries in the
history of warfare. We will always con-
tinue to do that, but we also have to
understand that when healthcare in
the private sector can be utilized for
the convenience of the veteran—mnot as
a competitor to the VA—we can use it
as a force multiplier to lower the num-
ber of people we have to hire and, in
addition, lower the number of hospitals
we have to build and instead provide
that money for services to our vet-
erans. It is a win-win proposition for
the VA and for all of us.

It is no secret why every former VA
Secretary who has served this country
has endorsed the VA MISSION bill. All
of them have endorsed it, every one of
them, whether a Republican appoint-
ment or appointment by a Democratic
President. They all know this is some-
thing we needed to do for a long time.
It is no secret why we got a vote of 91
to 4 yesterday on the floor of the U.S.
Senate to invoke cloture and go to a
vote today on the VA MISSION Act. It
is past time we made sure our laws for
healthcare available to our veterans
are as high quality as our veterans are
when they go to fight wars for us.

Secondly, I want to focus on another
feature which is very important to me
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because I was in the service. I was not
in Vietnam. I am a Vietnam-era vet-
eran. I was in the Georgia Air National
Guard during the Vietnam War. I lost
buddies in that war. I know a lot of our
soldiers sacrificed in that war and
made it home with terrible injuries,
but because of our healthcare delivery
system in the battlefield and at other
hospitals around the world, we were
able to save veterans and rehabilitate
them, but the need for ongoing medical
healthcare for the basic essentials of
life is sometimes one of the byproducts
for some of the injuries and for some of
those who survived those wounds.

There are veterans who have dif-
ficulty feeding themselves. There are
veterans who can’t dress themselves.
There are veterans who need assistance
in the five basic essentials of life, and
then from time to time, they have to
call in a caregiver. There are spouses,
moms, in some cases, dads, brothers,
and sisters who come and deliver those
services to their brother or sister or
son or daughter. If they are a veteran
of almost any area except Vietnam,
they get caregiver benefits from the
VA or a stipend benefit provided to
that volunteer to help that veteran. It
helps the veteran pay for their service,
and it helps the VA not have to go out
to find someone to do it because there
is someone offering to be their care-
giver. We are expanding the caregiver
services in the VA to all veterans, so fi-
nally the Vietnam-era veterans and
their families will be as eligible as any-
body else who is entitled to VA bene-
fits.

PATTY MURRAY of Washington, SUSAN
CoLLINS of Maine, and a lot of Members
of this Chamber today deserve credit
for that. We fought for caregivers for a
long time. It is a big step forward, and
it is going to be a lifesaver and a life
extender for many and remove just one
of the major burdens that some have to
care for a spouse or a loved one injured
in battle or who has fought for us.

I can go on and on and on about de-
tail after detail after detail in this bill,
but I don’t want to bore everyone. I
want everybody to realize, when they
go home this weekend, how important
it is to tell them what we have finally
done. We have finally dealt with the
accessibility of healthcare to our vet-
erans. There will be no more headlines
of veterans dying because they can’t
get an appointment because they are
going to be able to get an appointment.
They are going to be able to make the
choice with the VA at that appoint-
ment. It is not the case anymore where
a veteran is going to die because they
can’t get a basic service to stay alive
at their home, that if they don’t have
the money to pay for a caregiver, they
therefore languish, unable to feed
themselves or clothe themselves or live
in a sanitary condition. That is the
very least we owe to our veterans.
Today, when you cast your vote for the
VA MISSION Act, you will do just
that.

I want to address some individuals, if
I can, and thank them. One, I thank
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JOHN MCcCCAIN, whose idea this was
originally. He is a great hero to all of
us, a friend to all of us, one we love and
pray for today as he recovers from can-
cer. JOHN is the one who started the
movement toward Choice, and he de-
serves the credit for it.

I thank all of those Secretaries who
have worked with us over the past 3 or
4 years to get to the point where we are
able to pass the VA MISSION Act
today.

I will tell you whom I really want to
thank. I want to thank all those vet-
erans who sacrificed and died for us in
the wars before now. The reason we
enjoy our freedom and you, Madam
President, can preside freely without
fear of retribution, I can say what I
think without fear of retribution, I can
say to our constituents who gather in
the Gallery and listen to what we have
to say, and protest if they wish, is we
have a Constitution and 10 Dbasic
amendments, the first 10 being our Bill
of Rights. It gives us everything, but
the ones who protected that gift are
our veterans.

It is not a stretch to remember that
had it been a different outcome in
World War II, I might be speaking Jap-
anese or German today, not English,
but because of our veterans and be-
cause of our soldiers who fought in the
Battle of the Bulge, who fought in the
Pacific—my father-in-law flew recon-
naissance in the Pacific. My brother-
in-law was in the Air Force in Viet-
nam. If those vets had not risked their
lives and really offered their lives in
exchange for our liberty and freedom,
we wouldn’t be enjoying this today. So
we owe no less than the MISSION Act
to our veterans. I am proud to be part
of it, and I am proud of my committee
and my committee members who are
doing so much to help us.

Let me just say thank you to my col-
leagues for your vote yesterday. I urge
you to vote today for passage of the VA
MISSION Act. It is an honor to serve
our country as a Member of the U.S.
Senate. It is an honor to be an Amer-
ican. May God bless our country.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I
rise to speak in support of the VA MIS-
SION Act. I want to begin by thanking
the chairman of the Veterans’ Affairs
Committee who has shown incredible
leadership on behalf of our veterans for
many years, and this bill fits right in
that mold.

This is a very important bill for a
number of reasons. Obviously, it is an
important bill because it supports our
veterans, but it really has important
provisions in it that will make a dif-
ference for our veterans. I want to
thank the chairman of the VA Com-
mittee. I want to thank him not only
for the quality of the work in this bill
but for building the bipartisan coali-
tion necessary to pass it because it
really does make a difference for our
veterans, to whom we owe so much.
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I would like to go through not all but
some of the provisions that I think are
really important, some I worked on
and some I think really do make a dif-
ference for our great veterans.

As I said, I speak in support of the
VA MISSION Act. It is bipartisan legis-
lation that will help ensure veterans
receive the care they so very much de-
serve.

This piece of legislation not only
strengthens the VA’s ability to care for
our veterans, but when the VA is un-
able to provide that care, it gives our
veterans a choice to seek care in their
home communities and to do it on a
basis that is convenient, that works for
them, and then to make sure those
healthcare facilities will provide that
service to our veterans because they
know they will be compensated for it
by the VA.

That is a huge issue because it is not
just about making sure there is care
out there for our veterans but making
sure it is quality care and that it is
available to them.

We owe our veterans more than we
can ever repay for their incredibly
dedicated service. Expanding veterans’
access to healthcare options closer to
home is just one of the ways we can
show our deep appreciation for their
service to our country.

Providing this kind of care has prov-
en to be particularly challenging for
our veterans residing in rural areas. I
live in a rural State, and to get that
access to quality service in these rural
areas is a challenge. It is a challenge
we have to address and a challenge we
address directly in this legislation,
which is why I am so deeply appre-
ciative that we are working to pass
this legislation.

In 2014, the Veterans Choice Program
was enacted to alleviate unacceptable
waiting times for care at the VA. How-
ever, the Veterans Choice Program has
been in need of improvement.

In 2016, I worked to secure and imple-
ment the Veterans Care Coordination
Initiative at our Fargo VA health cen-
ter. The Fargo VA health center serves
all of North Dakota, and it serves half
or more of Minnesota as well. The ini-
tiative we worked to put in place at
the Fargo VA—and the Fargo VA does
a tremendous job. We have some VA
health centers around the country that
obviously need improvement, but the
Fargo VA health center does a top-
quality job.

This initiative is an initiative we put
together as part of the Veterans Choice
Program. It has allowed veterans seek-
ing community care to coordinate all
of their healthcare through the Fargo
VA health center rather than the
third-party contractors that were set
up under Veterans Choice, and obvi-
ously we had some challenges with
those contractors. So this allowed the
VA health center to provide that serv-
ice directly, both if the veteran came
into VA for institutional care at the
healthcare center or at one of its
CBOCs or if they wanted to get Vet-
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erans Choice care from a private pro-
vider in their local community. The
initiative has been very successful and
has significantly reduced wait times
for community care appointments.

The VA MISSION Act builds on that
very effort. It builds on that effort by
requiring the VA to schedule medical
appointments in a timely manner.
When the veterans need healthcare,
they have to be able to get in and get
that care in a timely way.

The MISSION Act improves commu-
nity care initiatives at the VA, includ-
ing the Veterans Choice Program, by
streamlining it into a single veterans
community care program that will be
able to provide better care for our vet-
erans. That is the bottom line—better
care for our veterans.

Today I want to highlight three pri-
orities we worked to include in the
MISSION Act to provide veterans in
North Dakota and across the country
with better care closer to home.

First, the long-term care piece. When
we are talking about care, it is not just
medical care; it is long-term care. It is
in-home care. It is nursing home care.
It is that whole continuum of care that
is so important. The VA MISSION Act
includes key pieces of legislation I in-
troduced as a stand-alone act. That bill
was the Veterans Access to Long Term
Care and Health Services Act, and it
focused on that long-term care piece,
making sure veterans could get the VA
to reimburse nursing homes and that
nursing homes would take that VA re-
imbursement and take veterans.

That is why I introduced the legisla-
tion, along with some of my other col-
leagues, to increase veterans’ access to
long-term care options in their com-
munities.

For example, currently, in our State,
only about 20 percent of the nursing
homes contract with the VA due to dif-
ficult regulations and reporting re-
quirements. That is not dissimilar
from across the country. That is what
we are seeing across the country, only
a percentage—ultimately, a small per-
centage—of nursing homes that will
take that VA reimbursement because
of the redtape and difficulty con-
tracting with the VA in order to get
that reimbursement. A veteran should
not have to relocate across the State
because they can’t go into a nursing
home in their community because of
that reimbursement issue. That is
what this legislation addresses.

Think how important that is. You
want your veteran to be able to go in
and get long-term care in their commu-
nity, close to their home, close to their
family, right? That is what this is all
about. Our legislation will allow non-
VA long-term care providers, including
nursing homes, to enter into provider
agreements with the VA. These agree-
ments will cut through the bureau-
cratic redtape at the VA that has pre-
vented our veterans from receiving
long-term care services closer to home.
This means veterans can access nurs-
ing homes and other long-term care in
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their communities closer to home and
closer to their loved ones.

The MISSION Act also expands care-
giver benefits to veteran caregivers of
all eras. Again, this is a very impor-
tant provision. The VA’s program of
comprehensive assistance for family
caregivers includes a monthly tax-free
stipend, healthcare coverage under the
VA Civilian Health and Medical Pro-
gram—if the caregiver is not eligible
for coverage under another health
plan—counseling and mental health
services, up to 30 days of respite care
services, reimbursement for travel-re-
lated expenses required for an eligible
veteran’s examination, treatment, or
episode of care, and travel for caregiver
training is also reimbursed.

Currently, these benefits are only
available to caregivers of post-9/11 vet-
erans. The inclusion of this provision
will help support pre-9/11 veterans and
the family and the friends who take
care of them.

The other provision I want to men-
tion again is really important for our
rural areas and for our veterans in the
rural areas. This is a very important
provision. This priority, this provision,
removes the Veterans Choice Pro-
gram’s 30-day, 40-mile eligibility re-
quirement. So it removes that 30-day
wait, that 40-mile eligibility require-
ment. Instead, the bill allows veterans
to receive care in their local commu-
nity when services are not available
through the VA or if the veteran and
his VA medical team determine that
receiving community care would be in
the best interest of the veteran—again,
what is best for our veterans.

This is a priority we have been work-
ing on for veterans in my home State
and really States across the country,
particularly our rural States.

As I mentioned, for example, North
Dakota’s only health center is in
Fargo. We have CBOCs around the
State, but the only health center, the
full-scope health center, is in Fargo. As
I said, it covers all of North Dakota
and, frankly, most of Minnesota. We
have these community-based clinics
out there. While they provide some
services, they aren’t always equipped
to provide the care necessary for our
veterans. So what does that mean?
That means the veteran has to travel
in some cases a long distance.

Under the Veterans Choice Program’s
30-day, 40-mile eligibility requirement,
a veteran living within 40 miles of a
CBOC meant they either had to go to
that CBOC or travel a long distance to
a VA health center. So they weren’t el-
igible for that community care, as I
say, forcing many veterans to travel
long distances, often in inclement
weather, in order to receive VA reim-
bursed care. This legislation, the MIS-
SION Act, removes that requirement.
So now, when a VA medical center or
CBOC can’t provide the service a vet-
eran needs, then those veterans will be
able to access healthcare services in
their local community.
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So we have veterans traveling hun-
dreds of miles now, round trip, incon-
venienced, making it very difficult for
them and their families. No more.
Under this legislation, that 40-mile re-
quirement and the 30-day limit is
taken away. If it is most convenient
for a veteran to access care from a pri-
vate provider in their community, they
can do it. That is a huge step in mak-
ing the Choice Program work for our
veterans.

Just a few days from now, our Nation
will set aside a day to honor those who
made the ultimate sacrifice. It is be-
cause of their sacrifice that we can ex-
perience the freedoms we enjoy as
Americans. Sending this legislation to
the President’s desk is one way we can
show our gratitude for their actions.

I wish to congratulate again the
great Senator from the State of Geor-
gia and thank the Senate VA Com-
mittee staff for their leadership, perse-
verance, and hard work to get to this
point. I am pleased that both sides of
the aisle have come together to sup-
port this legislation and to support our
veterans. I am proud to support the VA
MISSION Act. Again, I urge my col-
leagues to support its passage.

With that, I yield the floor for the
Senator from the State of Missouri.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CoT-
TON). The Senator from Missouri.

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I join my
colleague from Georgia. I also join Sen-
ator HOEVEN in mentioning the incred-
ible leadership that Senator ISAKSON
has shown for veterans and the way we
deal with veterans’ concerns. We honor
their service.

The Senator from North Dakota just
mentioned that Monday, of course, is
Memorial Day. On Memorial Day in
1983, President Reagan said:

I don’t have to tell you how fragile this
precious gift of freedom is. Every time we
hear, watch, or read the news, we are re-
minded that liberty is a rare commodity in
this world.

President Reagan’s words from 35
years ago are every bit as significant
today as they were then. The willing-
ness to pay the price for freedom has
been paid by every soldier, sailor, air-
man, and marine, and every person in
the Coast Guard, the National Guard,
and the Reserves. So on Memorial Day,
we honor their willingness to do that.

This is a good time also for us to dis-
cuss the things Congress has been
doing to try to honor that service as we
continue to look at the challenges that
veterans face. I have spoken before
about the HIRE Vets Act, which was
signed into law last year. The bill es-
tablished the HIRE Vets Program with-
in the Department of Labor to provide
tiered recognition of what employers
do based on their contributions for vet-
eran employment. Some of the criteria
were things like these: What percent-
age of the new hires are veterans or
what percentage of the overall work-
force is veterans? What types of train-
ing and leadership development oppor-
tunities are made available that vet-
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erans have unique opportunities to
take advantage of? What recognition is
given to skills that veterans learn
while serving? What other benefits and
resources are offered to veterans—
things like tuition assistance?

Creating a national standard will
help vets narrow down their employ-
ment options and focus on their job
search efforts.

The HIRE Vets Program is up and
running. This year, over 300 employers
have signed up to participate in the
pilot program, and we will see how that
pilot works. I hope it works as well as
those of us who sponsored and voted for
the legislation thought it would—as a
way to begin to give the recognition to
employers that they deserve when they
go beyond saying: Of course, we like to
hire vets. HIRE Vets shows just exactly
how much you like to hire vets and
what difference it makes when you hire
those vets.

The second program that is getting
started this year is the Military Fam-
ily Stability Act. It was signed into
law last November. We have the most
powerful military in the world, the
most well-trained military in the
world, and a military that we have in-
vested money, training, and energy in
like none other. But the real strength
of the military, according to military
leader after military leader, is military
families.

In the Military Family Stability Act,
we have created a new opportunity for
families, because of education reasons
or work reasons, to leave earlier than
the spouse who is serving has been as-
signed for or to stay a little later if
school is going to start before you oth-
erwise were going to get there or
school is going to be out a couple of
weeks or a couple of months after the
serving spouse had to leave. We have
given families that option for the first
time, where the family residential sup-
port money stays, and I think lots of
families are going to take advantage of
that. Families in the past could do that
if everybody up and down the chain of
command agreed. Now families get to
do that because they think it works for
their families.

Secretary Mattis and Chairman
MCcCAIN are very supportive of this pro-
gram, as was the Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, General Dunford, and
we are looking forward to seeing how
families are able this year, for the first
time, to look at that next assignment
and decide when it is the right time for
the family to move to that assignment.

I have talked to lots of families,
many of whom saw that moment as the
moment they decided to leave the mili-
tary or the moment they looked back
and saw it as their most challenging
time, when a spouse’s job had to need-
lessly suffer or that last month of
school couldn’t be completed just be-
cause they didn’t have that flexibility.

Now, President Trump has just nomi-
nated Acting Secretary Robert Wilkie
to head the VA. We look forward to his
leadership there. The President and the
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acting head of the VA just signed a
contract with Cerner, a Kansas City
company that will modernize the VA’s
healthcare IT records, the records that
healthcare providers in the whole sys-
tem can access. Cerner was already in
the process of coming up with a system
that worked for the active Defense De-
partment. So it only made sense for
them to be the company that also
makes that transition into the even
bigger VA health system—a system
that works.

Almost 2 million veterans have used
the Veterans Choice Program. Senator
ISAKSON has talked about how the bill
we will be voting on improves that pro-
gram. The Senator from North Dakota
just spoke about some of the obstacles
that, frankly, the VA system had put
in the way of veterans who wanted to
take advantage of the program.

I have had people from Missouri in
our office lately who are looking at VA
health. We had a great discussion with
the hospital administrators in our
State about how it not only helps them
but particularly helps small commu-
nity hospitals, if they can identify
something that a community hospital
does better than they do and they are
able to assign that work to be done
there.

The bill expands, as Senator HOEVEN
just mentioned, the caregivers program
and makes the eligibility for caregivers
greater than it has been before.

Senator BLUMENTHAL and I had a bill
that was incorporated into the pro-
gram, the Veteran PEER Act, which
just simply turns to peer group vet-
erans and lets them become part of the
emotional and mental support team for
veterans who are being challenged. I
am glad to see that legislation in the
MISSION act that has gone through
the process. Certainly, Senator ISAK-
SON and Senator BOOZMAN and others
on the Veterans Committee—the peo-
ple who have served on that committee
in many cases in the House and Sen-
ate—realize what needs to be done
here. Nearly 40 veterans service organi-
zations, like the VFW and the Amer-
ican Legion, support this legislation.

Together with the VA MISSION Act,
the electronic health records system
contract that is now being performed
by Cerner, the HIRE Vets Act, and the
Military Family Stability Act, I think
what we see here is that when we think
we have done everything we need to do
to honor our veterans and, then, we
look more closely, we find that there
are still things that we can do, that we
will do, that we clearly are willing to
do. We owe veterans that.

We recognize veterans in many ways
over the next few days, but the Vet-
erans’ Administration has a job to rec-
ognize veterans every day and fulfill
our obligation to veterans every day. I
look forward to seeing the implementa-
tion of this well-thought-out addition
to the veterans health system.

I see my friend from Arkansas, Sen-
ator BOOZMAN, is here, and he is next
on our list.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Arkansas.

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, 1
thank the Senator from Missouri very
much.

Our Nation’s veterans were promised
access to healthcare for their service
and their sacrifice. This week we con-
tinue our work to uphold that pledge.

The bill before us, the VA MISSION
Act, aims to transform the Department
of Veterans Affairs delivery of commu-
nity healthcare. That is a welcome job.

Specifically, the VA MISSION Act
consolidates and improves VA commu-
nity care programs so veterans have
access to healthcare and services in
their own communities. This is impor-
tant because veterans should have ac-
cess to the best healthcare and services
in a timely manner, regardless of
where they live.

Under this legislation, a veteran and
his or her doctor will decide where that
veteran will receive care, taking into
consideration the veteran’s healthcare
needs and the availability and the
quality of both VA and community
care.

For largely rural States, like Arkan-
sas, this makes all the sense in the
world. We have two VA medical centers
in the Natural State, in Little Rock
and in Fayetteville, as well as facilities
in neighboring States that often serve
Arkansas veterans. The healthcare pro-
viders and staff at those facilities that
are community-based outpatient clin-
ics in Arkansas truly do an excellent
job in caring for our veterans.

But the VA medical centers are in
populated areas, which, in cases where
veterans need more advanced care than
the CBOC can provide, it means a full-
day trip for many veterans. It is unnec-
essary when a veteran could receive
similar quality care outside the VA
system in their communities. The serv-
ice options provided in this bill will
give veterans who live far from the VA
facility and need frequent followup
care easier access to local providers
and walk-in clinics.

As noted in a letter signed by over 30
VSOs supporting the VA MISSION Act,
the legislation is an effort to ‘‘supple-
ment, not supplant, VA healthcare.”
That is very important to note. Much
like the Choice Program that preceded
it, the new system that will be estab-
lished by the VA MISSION Act is not
meant to replace VA healthcare. Rath-
er, it builds on the foundation laid out
by the Choice Program, which ad-
dressed many shortcomings within the
VA system that led to the wait-time
process.

Last year, I launched a listening tour
to hear from Arkansas veterans about
their experiences within the Choice
Program, so we can better meet their
needs. I heard from Arkansas veterans
who have been able to get quality care
from private providers in their own
community when the VA system could
not meet their needs. That is a good
thing, but as the veterans with whom I
met noted, the Choice Program had its
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share of problems, its share of troubles.
I heard repeated stories of difficulties
navigating the complex and confusing
bureaucratic process. This legislation
aims to alleviate those problems. While
VA implements the new system, we
cannot afford to let care slip for our
veterans. That is why we made sure the
VA MISSION Act authorizes funding to
continue the current Choice Program
for more than a year.

In addition to the improvements to
healthcare delivery, the bill will enable
us to conduct better and more con-
sistent oversight into how the VA
spends money on veterans’ healthcare.
This is a priority for me as the chair-
man of the Appropriations Sub-
committee on Military Construction
and Veterans Affairs. We must ensure
that the VA is efficiently and effec-
tively providing veterans with quality
healthcare, whether at a VA facility or
a private facility in the community.
The VA MISSION Act will also improve
the VA’s ability to hire quality
healthcare professionals, strengthen
opioid prescription guidelines for non-
VA providers, and create a process to
evaluate and reform VA facilities so
they can best serve veterans.

I wish to quickly highlight two other
important provisions of the bill. One is
the expansion of the VA caregiver ben-
efits to veterans of all generations.
This is a long-overdue reform that will
correct an injustice that left family
caregivers and veterans injured before
September 11, 2001, without -critical
care. Caregivers and veterans of World
War II, the Korean war, the Vietnam
war, and the Gulf war will now have ac-
cess to the same benefits as the post-9/
11 veterans.

The second revision is based off a bill
I cosponsored that would authorize VA
healthcare professionals to provide
treatment to patients via telemedicine
regardless of where the covered
healthcare professional or patient is lo-
cated. The Arkansas VA medical cen-
ters are leaders in telehealth, which
holds great promise, especially for
largely rural States like Arkansas. It
is important that the VA continue to
encourage its growth without unneces-
sary bureaucratic redtape.

This bill is a great example of what
we can accomplish through bipartisan,
bicameral compromise, working to-
gether for our veterans.

I thank the majority leader for swift-
ly bringing up this bill for consider-
ation after the House overwhelmingly
passed it. I commend Chairman ISAK-
SON’s hard work and leadership. I ap-
preciate the great job he has done and
also Ranking Member TESTER, who
took the advice of all VA Committee
members into consideration while
working on this major piece of legisla-
tion.

I look forward to supporting the VA
MISSION Act on the Senate floor so
our veterans have access to the quality
care they deserve.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oklahoma.
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Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to enter into a col-
loquy with Senator ISAKSON.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, I
thank Chairman ISAKSON for the work
he has done on this important issue. It
has been a long road to work through
reforming the VA. The VA is excep-
tionally complicated. There are a lot of
interests engaged with this. He has
heard a lot of voices from all over the
country and all over this town in order
to help resolve some of the issues and
bring them together.

This is exceptionally important,
though, for our veterans—especially for
our veterans who live in rural areas
that are very far from healthcare.

Section 101 of this bill requires the
VA to give access to community care
when a veteran’s referring clinician
agrees that furnishing care or services
in the community would be in the best
interest of the veteran after consid-
ering certain criteria—and this is very
important—things such as the distance
they have to travel; the nature of the
care that is required; the frequency of
the care, so they don’t have to travel
back and forth, often for long dis-
tances; the timeliness of available ap-
pointments; whether the covered vet-
eran faces an unusual or excessive bur-
den. It includes the family and the vet-
eran. So in the conversation that is
happening, it is not just a clinician
making a decision; the veterans are at
the table, and their family is brought
into consideration.

This is important not just for so
many veterans who have to travel long
distances; it is important for veterans
who live close. The chairman and I
have spoken on this briefly before.

I have a veteran in my State who was
at the Muskogee facility and who was
getting great care. I stopped by to visit
veterans in the Muskogee facility and
went room to room visiting with peo-
ple, checking on them and their care. I
asked how he was doing, and he said he
had great nurses and great doctors and
has really done well.

My next question: Is this the first
time you have been in this facility?

He said: Well, no—kind of. I had can-
cer treatment a couple of years ago.
But they couldn’t do it here in my
town; they sent me to Seattle to get
my cancer treatments.

I said: Did your family get to go?

He said: No, sir. They couldn’t go.

So that was the best facility.

He said: I got good care there, but I
went a long way and spent months and
months away from my family getting
chemo, radiation, surgery, and then
followup.

He would have loved to have done
that at any number of cancer facilities
in Oklahoma. In fact, in Oklahoma
City, there is a National Cancer Insti-
tute—one of top 2 percent of all the
cancer hospitals in the country is right
down the road.

The question is, Once this bill passes,
in future situations where veterans are
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facing great need for specialties—like
cancer and other issues—will this be a
situation where veterans will continue
to be sent across the country, away
from their families, for care because
that is easiest on the VA, or will their
family members and the frequency of
visits be brought to bear in that so
they will be able to make the decision
that maybe they can get that great
care locally?

Mr. ISAKSON. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from Oklahoma. I will
tell him that the story of his veteran
from Muskogee led us to the way we
wrote a lot of the provisions in section
101. Comfort, ease, and accessibility for
the veteran are equally important to
every other consideration that will go
in.
The veteran who was sent to Seattle
before would now be able to get treat-
ment in Oklahoma City or in Muskogee
or wherever else closer to home that is
more convenient as long as it is in the
best interest of that patient. Specifi-
cally, it says that a veteran and the
veteran’s referring clinician agree that
the care or services in the community
would be in the best medical interest of
the veteran after considering criteria,
including—and then all those criteria.
So every personal criterion, as well as
medical criterion, is considered. So
that should never happen again be-
cause of the VA MISSION Act. I appre-
ciate the Senator bringing it to our at-
tention, and I hope it never happens
again in Oklahoma or anywhere in the
United States.

Mr. LANKFORD. Anywhere else. I
thank the chairman for that clarifica-
tion. We look forward to doing what is
in the best interest of the veteran and
the veteran’s care—not necessarily
what is the simplest thing for the VA
but what is in the best interest of that
veteran and their family.

I appreciate all the great folks at the
VA who serve our veterans so faith-
fully every day and will continue to be
able to give them what they need to do
that but also help our veterans know
that they are going to be taken care of
in the best possible way.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Wyoming.

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, as we ap-
proach Memorial Day weekend, we will
soon pause to honor and remember the
members of our Armed Forces who
have paid the ultimate price in service
to our country.

As Americans, we honor all our vet-
erans who have sacrificially fought for
our freedoms—certainly those who
have paid with their lives but also
those who have returned home, deter-
mined that we not forget their fallen
brothers- and sisters-in-arms.

Among the most meaningful ways
Congress can honor our veterans is to
uphold the promises that have been
made to them. One such promise and
responsibility is to ensure that Amer-
ica’s veterans have access to the qual-
ity medical care they earned through
their service.
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I thank Chairman ISAKSON and his
staff for all the effort they have put
into the bill before us. His tireless
work on behalf of America’s veterans
has produced the compromise legisla-
tion now pending that aims to reform
the VA’s broken community care pro-
grams.

I particularly appreciate Chairman
ISAKSON for sending his staff to Wyo-
ming to understand the problems our
veterans and providers have had with
VA Choice.

Since the VA Choice Program was
enacted in 2014, I have received hun-
dreds of letters and calls from people
across Wyoming who were so frustrated
with the program that they felt they
had no other choice but to call their
Senator. I have been contacted by vet-
erans who could not access timely fol-
lowup care or critical screenings be-
cause of unpaid claims, leading to pro-
viders dropping patients. Some vet-
erans are even facing collections from
the Choice Program’s failure to pay the
providers’ claims.

Similarly, many providers have not
been paid for medical services they
have provided. That has led some of
Wyoming’s physicians to stop partici-
pating in VA Choice. We are the least
populated State in the Nation, but ear-
lier this month, we had 3,130 pending
claims in Wyoming, with 1,025 of them
being over 30 days old. To get those
numbers to even that level has re-
quired multiple meetings with the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs and the
administrator of the VA Choice Pro-
gram for Wyoming. At the end of
March, there were 5,319 pending claims
and 3,214 more that were more than 30
days old. A number of my colleagues
have participated in those meetings,
and I appreciate their shared interest
in improving care for our veterans in
rural States.

Despite those meetings, I still hear
reports about how difficult it is to get
simple questions answered. Whether
dealing with the VA directly or with
contractors who are supposed to ad-
minister the program, the process of
receiving and paying for healthcare
services is broken.

I believe the problems faced by Wyo-
ming’s veterans and doctors will be im-
proved by this bill. I thank the Senator
from Georgia for including provisions
related to healthcare providers, vet-
eran education, prompt payment to
providers, tools for the VA to resolve
payment issues, and VA flexibility to
enter into agreements between VA fa-
cilities and healthcare providers. How-
ever, I do have one disappointment. I
do have one concern with the bill. It is
not paid for. I believe we must ac-
knowledge that borrowing more money
to pay for this program isn’t an ideal
way to honor our veterans. CBO esti-
mates that Federal outlays will total
more than $56.6 trillion over the next
10 years—that is $56,600 billion—and
yet nowhere in that budget can we find
$4.5 billion to offset the cost of this
program?
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I believe we should care for our vet-
erans in a fiscally responsible manner.
In fact, I believe this is the best way to
ensure their care long term, as well as
the care for veterans of the next gen-
eration.

I ask for support of the bill.

I thank the Presiding Officer.

I yield the floor.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to engage in a
colloquy with my friend and colleague,
the distinguished chairman of the Sen-
ate Veterans’ Affairs Committee, Sen-
ator ISAKSON.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Ms. MURKOWSKI. Mr. President, I
would like to confirm my under-
standing that the term Indian Health
Service as it appears in section 101 of
the MISSION Act of 2018 includes Trib-
al health providers that are funded by
the Indian Health Service and step into
the shoes of the Indian Health Service
pursuant to the Indian Self-Determina-
tion and Education Assistance Act to
provide healthcare.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, the
Senator is correct. The term Indian
Health Service includes Indian Tribes
and Tribal organizations that operate
healthcare facilities in lieu of the In-
dian Health Service pursuant to a con-
tract or self-governance compact with
the Federal Government.

Mr. ENZI. T suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

AMERICA’S WATER INFRASTRUCTURE ACT

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, over
the past 50 years, our country has gone
from being a construction society to a
consumption society. As a result, our
bridges, our roads, our dams, and our
waterways have suffered. President
Trump has said that rebuilding Amer-
ica’s infrastructure is a priority for his
administration. He said that we will
build ‘“‘with American heart, American
hands, and American grit.”” That is
what President Trump said in the
State of the Union this year.

Yesterday the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works took a big
step toward meeting that goal. We
voted to approve the America’s Water
Infrastructure Act.

There are a lot of people in Wyoming
and around the Rocky Mountain West,
as well, who say that—well, it was
originally attributed to Mark Twain,
and it goes like this: ‘“Whiskey is for
drinking; water is for fighting over.”

Surprisingly, in this case, we actu-
ally didn’t fight over the water of the
United States. This legislation was
written by Republicans and Democrats,
and it passed with unanimous, bipar-
tisan support of 21 to 0. Both parties
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agreed that there is a lot we can do to
improve America’s water infrastruc-
ture.

Basically, the bill comes down to
three big things. It grows the economy
and creates jobs, it cuts redtape by get-
ting more control out of Washington,
and it keeps communities safe.

The first way this legislation sup-
ports America’s economy is by increas-
ing water storage. That is a big con-
cern in my home State of Wyoming and
across the West. We have had a serious
problem over the years where sediment
builds up behind dams in the lakes
where water is stored. That sediment
limits the amount of water the lakes
can hold. We are telling the Army
Corps of Engineers and other agencies
to develop plans to deal with this sedi-
ment at Federal reservoirs. That is a
simple thing that Washington can do,
and now it is going to get done.

We are also expanding water storage
capacity by making it easier to get
permits for additional reservoirs. We
have a facility in Lincoln County, WY,
that is called the Fontenelle Reservoir.
We have been trying to expand the
water storage at that reservoir for
years. This legislation makes sure the
expansion will finally occur.

Farmers, ranchers, and communities
nearby will get a new, reliable supply
of the water they need. Of course, the
water doesn’t do much good if people
can’t get it where they need it. So we
fix the failing irrigation systems that
are so important in rural areas.

We are also improving America’s in-
land waterways, which people rely on
to move products to market. On the
coasts, we deepen some of the most
vital ports, and we can ship goods from
there around the world.

The pro-growth policies, like the tax
cuts we passed last year, have helped
America’s economy take off. Now we
need to make sure that we have the
water infrastructure in place to keep it
growing, to keep people working, and
to keep American raw materials and
American-made products moving.

The second thing this legislation
does is to cut some of the burdensome
and unnecessary redtape that does
nothing but get in the way of economic
progress that we need. We are going to
make sure that these water projects re-
flect the priorities of the American
people, not the priorities of Wash-
ington bureaucrats. That means more
local control over which projects get
built. Local leaders know what they
need, and they know which projects
will make the biggest difference.

Once we identify the best projects,
then we need to make sure that they
actually get built. Today, the permit-
ting process can drag on for years,
while people get more and more des-
perate for projects to be finished.

The America’s Water Infrastructure
Act will push the Army Corps of Engi-
neers to complete all feasibility studies
for new projects within less than 2
years. We also eliminate the need for
multiple benefit-cost-ratio assessments
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for a single project. These are expen-
sive, and they take lot of time. Often,
the Army Corps of Engineers will re-
quire new assessments several times
for a single project. This legislation
gets rid of these redundant studies. It
is going to make a big difference in
getting things built on time and on
budget.

The third big thing that this legisla-
tion does is to help keep American
communities safe. We are going to re-
pair some of the old drinking water and
wastewater systems across the coun-
try. We provide help for places that
need to clean up pollution in their
water and to keep the pollution from
getting into the water in the first
place. As a doctor, I can tell you that
this is extremely important for the
health of our families and for our com-
munities. That is why it is a priority in
this legislation.

We also take some important steps to
reduce floods in rural areas. In my
home State of Wyoming and in other
parts of the West, this is a continual
threat for many people. Every spring
they have to worry about floods caused
by snow and ice melting. We have dams
and levees where maintenance has been
put off for so long that people are anx-
ious every time the water starts to
rise. We are addressing the backlog of
maintenance as well. We are looking
for ways to permanently fix some of
these areas where ice backs up along
the rivers and cause serious damage.

Most people don’t give a lot of
thought to the water that comes into
their home. They turn on the faucet,
water comes out, comes into the house,
and water goes out of the house. This
legislation makes sure that people
don’t have to worry about that chang-
ing. Their water will be safe, reliable,
and abundant so they will not have to
worry about it.

For most of us in the West, water is
always on our minds. It is vital to our
way of life. We rely on irrigation and
water storage for our livestock and our
crops. We rely on water to transport
our products to markets far away. We
rely on dams and levees to protect us
from floods. This legislation makes
sure that people in rural communities
can still count on the water being
there when we need it.

That is good for all of us. Repub-
licans and Democrats agree. We know
there is a lot of work to be done to ad-
dress America’s water infrastructure
needs. We know we need to get the job
done right. We need to get it done fast-
er, better, cheaper, and smarter. The
America’s Water Infrastructure Act
does just that. This cooperative piece
of legislation passed the committee 21
to 0. Now it is time for the entire Sen-
ate to act.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I wish
to start by congratulating my col-
league from Wyoming on reporting out
this legislation on water infrastructure
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and, particularly, for the help he has
given us with regard to the Great
Lakes. What the Senator has done to
help us to maintain and to protect the
Great Lakes is very much appreciated.
It is the No. 1 tourist destination in
Ohio, and there is a $6 billion fishing
industry in the Great Lakes, with Lake
Erie being the No. 1 lake for fishing.

The Great Lakes Restoration Initia-
tive the Senator supported is incred-
ibly important, as well as keeping the
dredge material out of the lake and
helping us with the Army Corps. We
thank the Senator. We also hope to
keep invasive species out of the lake,
including bighead carp, which would
ruin that $6 billion fishing industry.
We thank the Senator for his support.
We look forward to getting that bill to
the floor soon for a vote.

MEMORIAL DAY

Mr. President, today I wish to talk,
as other colleagues have, about the
men and women of our Armed Forces—
the brave men and women in uniform
who protect us every day and some of
whom have made the ultimate sacrifice
for all of us.

This coming Monday, of course, is
Memorial Day. This holiday weekend is
a time for all of us to kick back a little
bit, spend some time with our families,
relax, and be with friends. But let’s not
forget what Memorial Day stands for.
It is first and foremost an opportunity
to reflect on the service and sacrifice
of those who gave their lives defending
the freedoms we enjoy and sometimes
take for granted as Americans.

I will be spending part of the day at
a Memorial Day parade that I try to
attend every year and have for many
years in Blue Ash, OH, which is north
of Cincinnati. It is an event that I
think is as patriotic as any I have seen
in my State. It is a wonderful parade.
There are many veterans in the parade
but also veterans who come to watch.
It ends at a beautiful memorial for our
veterans. It was constructed over time
in Blue Ash, paying tribute to patriots
from every single conflict we have been
involved in as a country since our
founding.

Across the country on Memorial Day,
we will give humble thanks to those
brave men and women in uniform who,
during their lives, fought for the prin-
ciples we hold dearest and who, in their
deaths, sacrificed themselves in de-
fense of those Americans ideals.

Freedom is bought at a price, some-
times a very high price—the price of
lives, of limbs, of some of the veterans
who gave the prime years of their lives
for all of us. Part of the cost is the
scars of war. Some of those scars are
very visible, of course. Others are more
invisible—those who are coming back
with PTSD or traumatic brain injuries.
Those scars can’t be seen, but they are
certainly felt. Servicemembers brave
those risks because of their sense of
duty and their sense of patriotism.

I am proud to be the son and the
grandson of two Army infantry lieuten-
ants. One is a World War I veteran, and
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one is a World War II veteran. They in-
stilled in me this importance of duty,
hard work, the virtue of service, and
the merits of servant leadership. They
believed in these values and embodied
them in their lives, as so many vet-
erans do.

This weekend, as we pay thanks to
the many men and women who were
laid to rest under the flag they died de-
fending, we should all take a moment
to remember and thank all veterans as
well—past and present—whose service
also has made our way of life possible.

The men and women of our United
States military represent the best in
all of us, and they deserve the best
from all of us.

VA MISSION BILL

Today, Mr. President, the Senate will
vote on what is called the VA MISSION
Act, which is a bipartisan bill that will
reform the Veterans Choice Program. I
have heard my colleagues speak about
this legislation on the floor this morn-
ing and this afternoon, and I agree
with them that this is a positive step
forward. It will expand private care op-
tions and provide veterans in Ohio and
around the country with more choices
and fewer barriers to ensure they will
have the best healthcare possible.

By the way, the bill has passed the
House of Representatives already. It
passed last week, and it received more
than 370 votes. That is unusual around
this place. That was out of 435, so it
was a strong majority. I look forward
to its passing the Senate with a sweep-
ing bipartisan majority as well so it
can be signed into law as soon as pos-
sible and begin to help the veterans I
represent in Ohio and around the coun-
try.

We had another positive development
for veterans last week when the Sen-
ate’s Energy and Natural Resources
Committee passed a bipartisan bill I
introduced with Senator BROWN that
would designate the spectacular new
Veterans Memorial and Museum, in Co-
lumbus, OH, which is scheduled to open
later this year in the fall, as the Na-
tional Veterans Memorial and Museum.
It will be a spectacular structure. More
importantly, it will have terrific exhib-
its on the inside to allow for future
generations to know about the selfless
sacrifices that have been made by so
many men and women of the Armed
Forces.

The National Veterans Memorial and
Museum in Columbus will be one im-
portant way we will commemorate not
only brave Ohioans but all American
veterans. This legislation will have
been voted on by both Houses and will
be signed into law by the President, I
hope, very soon. In fact, I would love to
get this bill through this body before
Memorial Day as a way to pay tribute
to our veterans again.

It is not something we are asking the
taxpayers to support. This National
Veterans Memorial and Museum is
being supported by $75 million that has
been raised in the private sector. There
is a philanthropist in the Columbus
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area named Les Wexner, who has taken
the lead on this issue, but it has in-
volved a lot of the businesses in the
Greater Columbus area as well as indi-
viduals from all around the country
who have stepped forward to say we
need to have a National Veterans Me-
morial and Museum and that Colum-
bus, OH, is the right place for it.

I urge my colleagues to support this
legislation as we hotline it in the U.S.
Senate and try to get it done even be-
fore Memorial Day.

On this Memorial Day, as we remem-
ber those who have sacrificed their
lives for our country, let us also re-
member why they offered to lay down
their lives. Why? It is that this Nation
under God is worth fighting for. We are
eternally grateful for their sacrifices
and for the service of all military
members—those in the past, those in
the present, and those who will step
forward to protect us and serve our
great country.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TOOMEY). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise to
urge my colleagues to confirm Brian
Montgomery as Federal Housing Com-
missioner. The Federal Housing Ad-
ministration or FHA plays an impor-
tant role in today’s housing finance
market, promoting homeownership and
ensuring access to affordable mortgage
credit for millions of Americans.

When FHA operates in a safe, viable
manner, it can help many deserving
people gain a foothold in our housing
market who otherwise would not have
been able to do so. FHA also plays a
countercyclical role in the mortgage
marketplace, providing market liquid-
ity in times when traditional sources
of home financing dry up, as they did a
decade ago.

Since 1934, the FHA has insured
mortgages for more than 40 million
families. Today, the FHA is the largest
mortgage insurer in the world. It is
also the primary facilitator of reverse
mortgages and supports a nationwide
network of housing counseling agen-
cies. Yet for nearly 4 years it has not
had a Senate-confirmed leader.

Fortunately, the time has finally
come to fill this vacancy. I know Brian
Montgomery will do a terrific job.
Brian Montgomery is an ideal can-
didate to take up the mantle because
he has done it before.

Mr. Montgomery provided steadfast
leadership at the helm of FHA between
2005 and 2009, under Presidents Bush
and Obama, during one of the most try-
ing times the housing markets had
ever seen.

His nearly unanimous support from
housing stakeholders speaks to this
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strong track record of experience and
expertise. Once confirmed, Mr. Mont-
gomery can hit the ground running,
moving FHA forward in pursuit of its
continuing mission.

I look forward to continued conversa-
tions with him on opportunities to im-
prove America’s housing finance sys-
tem, which continues to be urgently
needed. I also look forward to working
with him on how we can make HUD
programs more effective and more effi-
cient, with better stewardship of tax-
payer dollars.

Thirteen years ago, this body con-
firmed Mr. Montgomery on a voice vote
to serve as FHA Commissioner. I ask
my colleagues to once again confirm
him to this critical role.

Thank you.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

VA MISSION BILL

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I come
briefly to the floor to encourage all
Members of the Senate to vote for the
VA MISSION bill. It is long overdue, a
lot of hard work went into it, and it
had a great vote on cloture of 91 to 4.

I am sure we will have an out-
standing vote today because it is a vote
for our veterans, for the promises we
made to them for better quality
healthcare and a better VA. It would
not have happened if it were not for a
lot of people, but one of the most key
persons in making sure this bipartisan
bill passes with the overwhelming mar-
gin it deserves is JON TESTER, my rank-
ing member on the committee. We
worked together hand in hand for
about 3 years. We had enough pitfalls
to want to quit many times but never
did because we knew the ultimate goal
was to meet our veterans’ needs.

Today, when we adopt this bill, and
later on this month when it is signed,
it will be because of the hard work of a
lot of people but none more important
than JON TESTER from Montana.

I thank my ranking member for en-
couraging everyone to vote for the bill,
and I thank the Presiding Officer at
this time.

I yield to the ranking member.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Montana.

Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I thank
the chairman of the Veterans’ Affairs
Committee, Senator ISAKSON, for the
leadership he has shown from the get-
go. From the moment he took the
gavel in the Senate Veterans’ Affairs
Committee, he has been wanting to
work together in a bipartisan way, put
aside our differences, and get things
done.

This VA MISSION Act had a great
vote yesterday, and people might say:
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Well, gee, this is just another one of
those slam-dunk bills. It is not. We
would not be here today if it wasn’t for
Chairman ISAKSON and the great work
he has done on this bill.

I also thank the entire Senate Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee. I thank the
leadership of the House Veterans’ Af-
fairs Committee. I thank the 38 vet-
erans service organizations that offered
their support for this bill. I said many
times during the hearings, we will take
our cues from the veterans. This is ex-
actly what the entire Senate, hope-
fully, will do in a minute or two with
this bill, is take our cues from the peo-
ple who serve this country in the mili-
tary. This is a big win for them. They
are also going to put a lot of pressure
on the VA to deliver for them, but,
nonetheless, this is one of those rare
times when the Senate and House have
done their job and done it in a bipar-
tisan way, worked together, and
worked for the benefit of the veterans
of this country.

I also thank my staff, Tony McClain,
Dahlia Melendrez, and Jon Coen for
their great work.

In a brief review, what this bill does
is scrap the Choice Program and all the
community care programs and puts
them into one program where the vet-
eran and the doctor control where to
seek care, whether it is within the VA
or the private sector. It strengthens
the VA and helps build capacity in the
VA in two ways, with a loan repayment
program for our employees, and it
incentivizes medical residencies within
the VA. It also improves rural
healthcare in States where I come from
in Montana by deploying mobile health
teams and by expanding telehealth.

Finally, this bill expands the care-
giver program to veterans of all eras—
something Senator MURRAY has
worked on for years and years. I was
there when Senator MURRAY came up
to the chairman of the committee on a
previous bill and said to Chairman
ISAKSON: We really need this caregiver
bill in. Chairman ISAKSON said: We are
not going to forget about you, Patty.
We are going to make sure this is
taken care of. He lived up to his prom-
ise to her, and he lived up to those vet-
erans who have a family member who
takes care of them at home, where peo-
ple don’t even know what is going on.
They don’t even know what is hap-
pening. Sometimes these folks have to
quit their job to take care of a veteran
at home who needs help. So the care-
giver program is a very important part
of this bill.

It happened because we worked to-
gether. When I go home to Montana
people ask: How come you guys can’t
work together? We kind of broke the
mold a little bit, and we worked to-
gether in a bipartisan way. We put
aside politics, and we did what was
right for our country and our veterans.

Hopefully, we will get a strong vote
out of this bill when it is brought up
for passage, and we can get it to the
President for his signature.
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I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Montgomery
nomination?

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant bill clerk called the
roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and the Sen-
ator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH)
is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 74,
nays 23, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 105 Ex.]

YEAS—T74

Alexander Graham Murphy
Baldwin Grassley Nelson
Barrasso Hassan Paul
Bennet Hatch Perdue
Blunt Heitkamp Peters
Booker Heller Portman
Boozman Hoeven ) Risch
Bur? Hyde-Smith Roberts
Capl(}o Inhofe Rounds
Cardin Isakson Rubio
Carper Johnson Sasse
Cassidy Jones S

. X chatz
Collins Kaine
Coons Kennedy Scott
Corker King She}by
Cornyn Klobuchar Smith
Cotton Lankford Sullivan
Crapo Leahy Tester
Cruz Lee Thune
Daines Manchin Tillis
Donnelly McCaskill Toomey
Enzi McConnell Van Hollen
Ernst Menendez Warner
Fischer Moran Wicker
Gardner Murkowski Young

NAYS—23
Blumenthal Harris Schumer
Brown Heinrich Shaheen
Cantwell Hirono Stabenow
Casey Markey Udall
Cortez Masto Merkley Warren
Durbin Murray Whitehouse
Fglqsteln Reed Wyden
Gillibrand Sanders
NOT VOTING—3

Duckworth Flake McCain

The nomination was confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid
upon the table and the President will
be immediately notified of the Senate’s
action.
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VETERANS CEMETERY BENEFIT
CORRECTION ACT

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume legislative session and the clerk
will report the House message to ac-
company S. 2372.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

House message to accompany S. 2372, a bill
to amend title 38, United States Code, to pro-
vide outer burial receptacles for remains
buried in National Parks, and for other pur-
poses.

Pending:

McConnell motion to concur in the amend-
ment of the House to the bill.

McConnell motion to concur in the amend-
ment of the House to the bill, with McCon-
nell amendment No. 2246 (to the House
amendment to the bill), to change the enact-
ment date.

McConnell amendment No. 2247 (to amend-
ment No. 2246), of a perfecting nature.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, all postcloture time
is expired.

The Senator from Texas.

VOTE ON MOTION TO CONCUR WITH AMENDMENT
NO. 2246

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I move
to table the motion to concur with
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion
to concur in the amendment of the
House to S. 2372 with further amend-
ment.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the remaining
votes in the series be 10 minutes in
length.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

VOTE ON MOTION TO CONCUR

The question is on agreeing to the
motion to concur in the amendment of
the House to S. 2372.

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a
sufficient second?

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond.

The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and the Sen-
ator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH)
is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
GARDNER). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote?

The result was announced—yeas 92,
nays 5, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 106 Leg.]

YEAS—92
Alexander Blunt Cantwell
Baldwin Booker Capito
Barrasso Boozman Cardin
Bennet Brown Carper
Blumenthal Burr Casey
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Cassidy Hoeven Portman
Collins Hyde-Smith Reed
Coons Inhofe Risch
Cornyn Isakson Roberts
Cortez Masto Johnson Rubio
Cotton Jones Sasse
Crapo Kaine Schumer
Cruz Kennedy Scott
Donnell Klobuch Shaheen

nnelly obuchar
Durbin Lankford :hellby

: mith
Enzi Leahy Stab

abenow
Brnst Lee Sullivan
Feinstein Manchin
Fischer Markey Tester
Gardner McCaskill Thu'ne
Gillibrand McConnell Tillis
Graham Menendez Toomey
Grassley Moran Udall
Harris Murkowski Van Hollen
Hassan Murphy Warner
Hatch Murray Warren
Heinrich Nelson Whitehouse
Heitkamp Paul Wicker
Heller Perdue Wyden
Hirono Peters Young
NAYS—5
Corker Rounds Schatz
Merkley Sanders
NOT VOTING—3

Duckworth Flake McCain

The motion was agreed to.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Jelena McWilliams, of Ohio, to be
Chairperson of the Board of Directors of the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation for a
term of five years.

Mike Crapo, John Thune, Pat Roberts,
David Perdue, Michael B. Enzi, Lamar
Alexander, John Boozman, Thom
Tillis, John Hoeven, James M. Inhofe,
Mike Rounds, Richard Burr, John Cor-
nyn, Tim Scott, John Barrasso, Jerry
Moran.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Jelena McWilliams, of Ohio, to be
Chairperson of the Board of Directors
of the Federal Deposit Insurance Cor-
poration, shall be brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and the Sen-
ator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN).

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH)
is necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 72,
nays 25, as follows:
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[Rollcall Vote No. 107 Ex.]

YEAS—T2
Alexander Graham Murkowski
Barrasso Grassley Murphy
Bennet Hassan Nelson
Blunt Hatch Paul
Boozman Heitkamp Perdue
Burr Heller Peters
Capito Hoeven Portman
Cardin Hyde-Smith Reed
Carper Inhofe Risch
Casey Isakson Roberts
Cassidy Johnson Rounds
Collins Jones Rubio
Coons Kaine Sasse
Corker Kennedy Scott
Cornyn King Shelby
Cotton Klobuchar Sullivan
Crapo Lankford Tester
Cruz Leahy Thune
Daines Lee Tillis
Donnelly Manchin Toomey
Enzi McCaskill Van Hollen
Ernst McConnell Warner
Fischer Menendez Wicker
Gardner Moran Young

NAYS—25
Baldwin Harris Shaheen
Blumenthal Heinrich Smith
Booker Hirono Stabenow
Brown Markey Udall
Cantwell Merkley Warren
Cortez Masto Murray Whitehouse
Dulrbln ) Sanders Wyden
Feinstein Schatz
Gillibrand Schumer

NOT VOTING—3

Duckworth Flake McCain

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 72, the nays are 25.
The motion is agreed to.

CLOTURE MOTION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the
Senate the pending cloture motion,
which the clerk will state.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read as follows:

CLOTURE MOTION

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Jelena McWilliams, of Ohio, to be
a Member of the Board of Directors of the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation for a
term of six years.

Mike Crapo, John Thune, Pat Roberts,
David Perdue, Michael B. Enzi, Lamar
Alexander, John Boozman, Thom
Tillis, Tim Scott, James M. Inhofe,
John Hoeven, Richard Burr, Mike
Rounds, John Cornyn, John Barrasso,
Jerry Moran.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum
call has been waived.

The question is, Is it the sense of the
Senate that debate on the nomination
of Jelena McWilliams, of Ohio, to be a
Member of the Board of Directors of
the Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora-
tion for a term of six years, shall be
brought to a close?

The yeas and nays are mandatory
under the rule.

The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
called the roll.

Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators
are necessarily absent: the Senator
from Arizona (Mr. FLAKE) and the Sen-
ator from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN).
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Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the
Senator from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH)
and the Senator from Vermont (Mr.
SANDERS) are necessarily absent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote?

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 73,
nays 23, as follows:

[Rollcall Vote No. 108 Ex.]

YEAS—T3

Alexander Grassley Nelson
Barrasso Hassan Paul
Bennet Hatch Perdue
Blunt Heitkamp Peters
Boozman Heller Portman
Burr Hoeven Reed
Capito Hyde-Smith Risch
Cardin Inhofe Roberts
Carper Isakson Rounds
Casey Johnson .

b Rubio
Cassidy Jones
Collins Kaine Sasse
Coons Kennedy Scott
Corker King Shaheen
Cornyn Klobuchar Shelby
Cotton Lankford Sullivan
Crapo Leahy Tester
Cruz Lee Thune
Daines Manchin Tillis
Donnelly McCaskill Toomey
Enzi McConnell Van Hollen
Ernst Menendez Warner
Fischer Moran Wicker
Gardner Murkowski Young
Graham Murphy

NAYS—23
Baldwin Gillibrand Schumer
Blumenthal Harris Smith
Booker Heinrich Stabenow
Brown Hirono Udall
Cantwell Markey Warren
Cortez Masto Merkley Whitehouse
Durbin Murray Wyden
Feinstein Schatz
NOT VOTING—4

Duckworth McCain
Flake Sanders

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this
vote, the yeas are 73, the nays are 23.
The motion is agreed to.
———

EXECUTIVE SESSION

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report both nominations.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
read the nominations of Jelena
McWilliams, of Ohio, to be Chairperson
of the Board of Directors of the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation for a
term of five years; and Jelena
McWilliams, of Ohio, to be a Member of
the Board of Directors of the Federal
Deposit Insurance Corporation for a
term of six years.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Kansas.

TRIBUTE TO MAJOR GENERAL JOSEPH MARTIN

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I want to
take a moment to recognize MG Joseph
M. Martin and his outstanding military
career, which is made evident by a sig-
nificant milestone promotion to lieu-
tenant general. Major General Martin
is the commanding general of the 1st
Infantry Division at Fort Riley, KS,
and assumed this command in October
of 2016 when he took command of the
Big Red One—the Army’s longest serv-
ing, permanent division since 1917.
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Within days of assuming command of
the Big Red One in 2016, he deployed
with his division headquarters, 500 of
his soldiers, to Iraq. He assumed lead-
ership of the Combined Joint Forces
Land Component Command-Iraq in
support of Operation Inherent Resolve.

Major General Martin’s combat lead-
ership was remarkable in Iraq. During
the 9-month deployment, he led the
fight, alongside the Government of
Iraq, against the Islamic State in Iraq
and Syria in Mosul. His efforts, and the
efforts of the brave soldiers in the U.S.
Army and all of our troops, led to the
defeat of ISIS in Mosul and the de-
struction of their territorial hold. ISIS
had been in control of Mosul since 2014
but were beaten back by Major General
Martin and his forces. They liberated
1.8 million Iraqis, and it was a remark-
able victory.

In the manner of a true combat lead-
er, Major General Martin was one of
the last soldiers to return from the
mission in July of 2017. When General
Martin returned stateside, he quickly
demonstrated his leadership back on
base at Fort Riley, and he led the 100th
anniversary of the division.

He has been an outstanding partner
to me and fellow Kansans on a number
of initiatives to support the Big Red
One. He has been involved in the com-
munities of Manhattan and Junction
City and those other communities that
surround Fort Riley. It is no surprise
to me that he has been selected for pro-
motion to lieutenant general. He is a
proven leader, capable of completing
the most complex challenges under the
most stressful situations. The Army
has made the right move with his pro-
motion and, furthermore, by placing
him in a position of greater responsi-
bility.

I am confident Kansans will join me
in congratulating soon-to-be-confirmed
Lieutenant General Martin on his pro-
motion. We honor and thank him for
his service.

We recognize the sacrifices he and his
family have made over the last 32
years. I recognize his wife Leann and
their children, Kylie and Joey, for
their service over the years. Strong
Army families make strong Army sol-
diers.

I have no doubt—mone—that Major
General Martin will continue to be one
of the Army’s best leaders, and I look
forward to seeing what lies ahead for
him in his career.

Congratulations, General Martin.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho.

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise in
support of the nominations of Ms.
Jelena McWilliams to be Chair and a
member of the Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation.

As one of the three primary Federal
financial regulators, the FDIC plays a
critical role in the U.S. financial sys-
tem, particularly for community
banks. As head of the FDIC, Ms.
McWilliams will be responsible for ad-
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ministering the Deposit Insurance
Fund and ensuring the safety and
soundness of the financial system while
also promoting economic growth. She
will also contribute to deliberations on
financial stability as a member of the
Financial Stability Oversight Council.

In having focused extensively on fi-
nancial institutions throughout her ca-
reer in both the private and public sec-
tors, Ms. McWilliams is supremely
qualified for this position.

She has a unique view of the U.S.
regulatory system and its regulated en-
tities, most recently serving as the
chief legal officer, executive vice presi-
dent, and corporate secretary for Fifth
Third Bank, which is a regional bank
based in Ohio. Prior to that, she served
as a valuable member of the Banking
Committee’s staff for both Senator
SHELBY and me. Ms. McWilliams also
worked as an attorney at the Federal
Reserve during the financial crisis and
on the Small Business Committee
under former Senator Snowe.

Many of my colleagues and I can per-
sonally attest to her qualifications, her
good judgment, and her expertise,
which will be an asset to the FDIC and
to the country.

At her nomination hearing in Janu-
ary, Ms. McWilliams demonstrated a
deep knowledge of the issues overseen
by the FDIC as well as a commitment
to carrying out its mission. She dis-
cussed how her personal experience has
shaped her conviction in the FDIC’s
unique responsibility as a deposit in-
surer, noting that one of the side ef-
fects of the civil war that broke apart
the former Yugoslavia was a collapse of
its financial system. Her parents, who
still lived there, had their savings dis-
appear overnight when a local bank
closed its doors. Yugoslavia had no de-
posit insurance, and her then 68-year-
old father returned to work as a day la-
borer.

As she stated at her hearing, ‘I can
assure you that the core mission of the
FDIC resonates profoundly with me
and, if confirmed, I will not take its
mission or my duties lightly.”

Ms. McWilliams has conveyed a
strong desire to encourage economic
growth and facilitate new bank cre-
ation by continuing to address the dis-
proportionate regulatory burden that
is faced by community banks. Addi-
tionally, she acknowledged the need to
expand Americans’ access to credit and
the banking system.

If confirmed as a member and Chair
of the FDIC, I look forward to having
the opportunity to work with Ms.
McWilliams on these important issues.
I strongly support her nominations
today, and I urge my colleagues to do
the same.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

HEALTHCARE

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, start-
ing in January of 2017, extending to
today, the President, often with the
help of this Republican Congress, has
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engaged in a very deliberate, very pur-
poseful campaign of sabotage to the
American healthcare system. We are
now starting to see the very serious
consequences of this campaign of sabo-
tage. It started on Inauguration Day
when President Trump signed an Exec-
utive order that ordered all of his agen-
cies to dismantle the Affordable Care
Act. It found its way to the Senate
floor when Republicans spent most of
2017 trying to pass legislation that
would take insurance away from 23
million people, according to the CBO.

The President undertook a number of
steps to try to weaken the exchanges
where millions of people get their
healthcare. He cut the open enrollment
period in half. He stopped funding ad-
vertising. He pulled funding for the
navigators, who are the people who go
out and try to help people sort through
their healthcare options. There is no
reason to do that, to try to stop people
from being able to sign up for
healthcare, unless your intention is
sabotage. There is no public policy rea-
son to give people less time to sign up
or to give them less information about
their options.

Most recently, the Republicans fi-
nally succeeded in repealing the indi-
vidual mandate which the Congres-
sional Budget Office said will, by itself,
increase premiums by 10 percent and
wipe out insurance for 13 million peo-
ple. The administration is now trying
to expand the sale of what we call junk
plans, which are insurance plans that
don’t have to cover a minimum set of
benefits, that don’t have to protect
people with preexisting conditions or
existing sicknesses from higher pre-
mium rates.

I think I came down to the floor 2
weeks ago to talk about the first two
rate filings of the rate filing season.
These were in Maryland and Virginia.
The rate filings were, quite frankly,
catastrophic. While these were the
worst of the bunch, all of the rate fil-
ings were much higher than the rate of
medical inflation.

The worst requested increase was
when one insurance plan in Maryland
asked for a 91-percent increase in pre-
miums. One insurance plan in Virginia
asked for a 64-percent increase in pre-
miums. In Maryland, the head of the
insurance plan who asked for the 91-
percent increase said the reasons for it
were the continuing actions on the ad-
ministration’s part to systematically
undermine the market and to make it
almost impossible to carry out its mis-
sion. No one can afford a 91-percent in-
crease in premiums, and no one can af-
ford a 64-percent increase in premiums.
Frankly, very few people can afford a
15- or a 20-percent increase in pre-
miums.

This week, we received the rate fil-
ings from the State of Oregon. In Or-
egon, the Providence Health Plan, with
about 90,000 customers, which is one of
the bigger plans in the State, is asking
for a 14-percent premium increase.
Now, that is not 91 or 64, but there are
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a lot of families who simply aren’t
going to be able to afford a double-digit
premium increase in Oregon. It is im-
portant to note that Oregon put into
place a new State-based reinsurance
program, and if not for that reinsur-
ance program, this would have been a
20-percent increase.

I am just going to keep track of all of
these increases so we have a sense of
what is happening to consumers as a
result of this campaign of sabotage. We
will add this rate increase in Oregon of
14 percent, and I will make sure I get it
right.

The CBO has told us, the repeal of
the individual mandate is going to
jump premiums by 10 percent. So, in
Oregon, you can be relatively sure that
had the Republicans not repealed this
big part of the Affordable Care Act,
you would have been looking at a sin-
gle-digit increase, something that
would have mirrored medical inflation.
Yet, because of the actions that had
been taken here and because of many
of the actions that have been under-
taken by this Congress, we are looking
at a double-digit increase.

Keith Forrester, who is the head of
one of Oregon’s biggest insurance com-
panies, said our rate increase reflects
the expected costs of providing cov-
erage to our members, including the
impact of eliminating the individual
mandate.

Senate Democrats are going to be
down on the floor pretty relentlessly
over the course of the next few months
to make people understand that as you
are getting your health insurance bills,
as you are seeing these big increases, a
big reason will be due to the actions
that your elected leaders have taken—
this Republican Congress and this ad-
ministration.

Yet the rate increases might be get-
ting even bigger than they already are
today. That is because of this expected
proliferation of these new junk plans.
Again, these are called short-term
plans by the administration because
they used to be, truly, short-term op-
tions. They were 3 months in duration.
You would pick up one of these plans in
between coverage, and because they
were short-term plans, they were not
required to cover mental health and
maternity, and they could charge you
more if you were sick.

This administration has decided
these plans can now be sold for a full
year, meaning they will essentially
stand side by side with regulated plans
that have minimum benefits and pro-
tect people with preexisting conditions.
The administration said, only a couple
hundred thousand people nationwide
might sign up for these plans.

The CMS’s Chief Actuary says—this
is President Trump’s CMS, the admin-
istration’s own Chief Actuary—that is
wrong; that, in fact, it will be a million
and a half people potentially signing up
for these junk plans. It could get as big
as 1.9 million by 2022.

Who will sign up for these junk
plans? It will be healthy people because
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healthy people aren’t going to need all
of the coverage. It will be people who
don’t have preexisting conditions, who
don’t have addictions or diagnosed
mental illnesses. It will leave behind in
the exchange plans the people who need
the coverage. Those people will not go
on the junk plans because they will
need insurance plans that cover their
illnesses or their diagnoses. What we
know is that if you have a sicker popu-
lation in the exchange-based plans, in
the regulated individual market, those
premiums will go up.

A recent study found, the combina-
tion of the individual mandate and the
proliferation of these new junk plans
will result, on average, in 16-percent
increases in premiums all across the
country. In Connecticut, that could
mean the premiums will go up by
$1,155.

Now, that is not something the
health insurance companies did. That
is not because of rising medical costs.
That is because of decisions that were
made by this Republican Congress and
this Republican administration—two
decisions. There was one decision to re-
peal a big part of the Affordable Care
Act that protected sick people, that
kept their rates lower. Another deci-
sion by the administration was to give
relatively healthy people access to
stripped-down plans.

Admittedly, those two changes may
offer some benefit to people today who
are healthy. I am not going to deny
that those two changes may provide a
lower insurance rate for a subset of
people who are healthy, but we are not
supposed to just represent the healthy
people. Today you are healthy, and to-
morrow you are not. We are supposed
to represent all Americans. In fact, we
probably should be going the extra
mile to make sure people who, through
no fault of their own, have serious di-
agnoses aren’t paying an arm and a leg
more for coverage, but we are not
doing that because of the steps this Re-
publican Congress and this Republican
President have taken.

On average, insurance rates are going
to go up for everybody in Connecticut
by $1,100, according to one study, and
they are going to potentially sky-
rocket for people who can’t get onto
these stripped-down junk plans.

I think it is really important we talk
about this. As I walked across the
State of Connecticut last summer—
something I have come to do in the last
few years; I take about 5 or 6 days and
walk from one side of the State to the
other, which is something the Pre-
siding Officer and others probably can’t
do in States that are a little bit longer
across than 110 miles—healthcare was
the dominant theme. In their having
heard the news that I would be in a cer-
tain town during the day, people wait-
ed for me who were miles ahead on the
road. They waited ahead of me for
hours and hours to talk to me about
their illnesses and about their fears
that this Congress and this President
were going to take away their cov-
erage.
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We were successful in defeating the
full repeal of the Affordable Care Act,
and that is great news, because the Af-
fordable Care Act is more popular than
ever before, but this Congress and this
President are trying to ruin some of
the most important protections in our
healthcare system because they are
mad that they lost the repeal vote by
one vote.

So it is important for us to tell
Americans what the consequences of
that sabotage campaign are. It cer-
tainly means that people are going to
get less protection, but it also means
that, over the course of the next few
months, as rates are filed across the
country, you are going to see some dev-
astatingly high premium increases due
to the Republican campaign of
healthcare sabotage—this week, 14 per-
cent in Oregon; last week or the week
before, 91 percent in Maryland, 64 per-
cent in Virginia. This is what happens
when you strike blows at the American
healthcare system, and it is important
for Americans to understand what that
means.

With that, Mr. President, I yield the
floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE).
The clerk will call the roll.

The senior assistant legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

WOMEN’S HEALTHCARE

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I hope
that one day soon it will not be nec-
essary to come to the floor of this Sen-
ate and shine a spotlight on how the
Trump administration is making it
harder and harder for women in Amer-
ica to get the healthcare they need and
deserve. It seems like not a week goes
by without the Trump administration
full-on attacking women’s healthcare.
It is the agenda of what I call
healthcare discrimination, and it is out
in full force.

The latest news came out officially
less than 24 hours ago. The Trump ad-
ministration has put itself right in the
middle of women and their doctors, de-
nying access to critical information
that millions of women rely on from
physicians and nurses—the very pro-
viders they trust and depend on. What
this means is that across this country
you can say good-bye to the guarantee
that women are getting the whole
story about their health and the op-
tions they have for their care. For mil-
lions of women, the healthcare they
need is going to have to get a Trump
stamp of approval, and that Trump
stamp of approval is going to be the re-
quirement to get the care they need.

I just want to say to my colleagues
here in the Senate that I think this
alone makes a mockery of all the talk
I remember hearing from Republican
colleagues in this body who said there
is going to be patient-centered care in
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America. The developments in the last
24 hours basically say that with respect
to healthcare, it is not going to be pa-
tient-centered care, but it is going to
be politics-centered care.

Now, that patient-centered care con-
cept was one of the most common talk-
ing points I remember hearing again
and again. We heard it in the Finance
Committee, where I have the honor to
be the ranking Democrat. We heard it
again and again: We are going to have
patient-centered care. It was part of
the crusade to repeal the Affordable
Care Act. The whole point of that pa-
tient-centered care slogan was to say
that the government shouldn’t come
between patients and their doctors and
that it wasn’t going to be about poli-
tics; it was going to be about pa-
tients—making sure that politics and
the government didn’t come between
patients and their doctors.

So here we are now, a few months
later, and the Trump administration
has just decided point-blank that it
will decide what is best for women in
Oregon and across the country. They
basically said that they ought to be
able to gag doctors and deny women
the right to hear about healthcare op-
tions that, fortunately, are perfectly
legal in America today.

The fact is, this new decree—this dic-
tate—from the Trump administration
comes with a battery of new restric-
tions on healthcare clinics that mil-
lions of women depend on every single
day. We all know what it is about. It is
an attack on Planned Parenthood. It is
an attack on vital sources of care for
women.

As I have said on this floor—I have
gone through it again and again—the
vast amount of work done by Planned
Parenthood has nothing to do with
abortion. It is all about vital preven-
tive services for women, which, by the
way, are especially important in rural
areas.

I am sure we are going to be talking
about women’s healthcare tomorrow in
the Senate Finance Committee, where
we will be having a hearing specifically
on rural healthcare. There is bipartisan
interest in that topic, but I want col-
leagues to know, it is pretty hard to
promote all of the opportunities for
sound healthcare and bipartisanship
when you have a decision from the
Trump administration that has the po-
tential to hit women’s healthcare in
rural communities like a wrecking
ball.

In States like Oregon, thousands of
women live in communities where
there is not a clinic or a doctor’s office
every few miles. If the Trump adminis-
tration finds a backdoor way to shutter
the few options these women have
today, they may not have anywhere
else to turn to get the essentials of
healthcare. Women could lose the right
to see the doctor of their choosing.

I will just say it point-blank: If some-
body wants to take away the right of
women in America to see the doctors
and the providers of their choice, they
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are going to have to run over me. I will
tell you, I think women are going to
win that fight.

To have women lose access to life-
saving services like cancer screenings,
routine physicals, birth control, pre-
natal care, and so much more—that
ought to be off the table for politics. It
shouldn’t be about Democrats and Re-
publicans; it should be about common-
sense approaches to ensure that women
have all of the options for the
healthcare they want and deserve.

Taking healthcare choices away from
women is fundamentally wrong. De-
priving women of essential healthcare
information that they have every right
to hear about is fundamentally wrong.
The Trump administration putting
itself between women and their doctors
is fundamentally wrong.

The decision that came down last
night, which we learned about last
night, is a reckless one. It is a harmful
one. We ought to make no mistake
about it, it is going to make healthcare
worse for women across the country.

I have now had to say it too many
times to count: It is long past time for
these attacks on women’s healthcare
to end. I hope it will not be necessary
to come to this floor again.

The Trump administration will see
how flawed the decision—the dictate—
that came down last night is and will
retract it. But until they do, I will
come to this floor and make the case
for ensuring that women are empow-
ered in our country to be able to see
the healthcare providers of their
choice, to have the opportunity to ac-
cess the vast array of services that are
largely preventive from sea to shining
sea.

I yield the floor.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to speak as in
morning business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

DACA

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, on Sep-
tember 5, 2017, President Trump an-
nounced the repeal of the Deferred Ac-
tion for Childhood Arrivals Program,
known as DACA. As a result of that,
hundreds of thousands of immigrants
who came to the United States as chil-
dren and are known as Dreamers have
faced losing their work permits and
face deportation to countries they
barely remember.

DACA provided temporary legal sta-
tus to Dreamers only if they registered
with the government, paid a fee of al-
most $500, and passed a thorough crimi-
nal background check. This DACA Pro-
gram has been a success. More than
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800,000 Dreamers have come forward
and received DACA protection, which
has allowed them to become a part of
the only country they have ever called
home.

Many of these Dreamers were
brought here as infants and toddlers,
raised in this country, pledging alle-
giance to that flag. They believed they
were part of America, and usually at
some point when they became teen-
agers, their parents gave them the ter-
rible news that they were undocu-
mented.

When President Trump decided 8
months ago to repeal DACA, he set
March 5 as the deadline for the final
expiration of the DACA Program. How-
ever, two Federal courts have stepped
in and issued orders blocking the Presi-
dent’s repeal of this DACA executive
order. This means that Dreamers who
have DACA can continue to apply to
renew their status for now.

I urge every DACA recipient to file
their renewal application immediately.
The Trump administration is doing ev-
erything in its power to fight this
court protection, and that court pro-
tection could be lifted any day. This
means there is a need for Congress to
do something.

Again, I urge the Republicans who
control Congress to immediately pass
the Dream Act—Dbipartisan legislation I
first introduced 17 years ago that
would finally give these Dreamers a
path to becoming citizens of the United
States.

The reality is that tens of thousands
of Dreamers are already at risk of los-
ing their work permits and being de-
ported. The Department of Homeland
Security Secretary, Kirstjen Nielsen,
has promised me that her Department
will not deport any DACA recipient
with a pending DACA application, even
if their status expires. I am going to
hold her to that commitment because
lives hang in the balance.

However, for DACA recipients whose
status has expired, the Department
will not authorize them to work unless
and until their DACA is renewed. This
means that tens of thousands of DACA-
eligible individuals could be forced to
leave their jobs while their applica-
tions are pending and before the renew-
als are approved.

Then consider the fate of Dreamers
who are eligible for DACA but never
quite reached that status. They can no
longer apply for protection because of
President Trump’s decision to prohibit
new DACA applications after Sep-
tember 5, 2017. For example, a child
turning 15—the youngest age at which
you can apply for DACA—is now
blocked from applying. The non-
partisan Migration Policy Institute es-
timates that in addition to 800,000
DACA recipients, there are an addi-
tional 1 million Dreamers who are eli-
gible. Thanks to President Trump’s
harsh decision to end DACA, 1.8 million
Dreamers are at risk of deportation
and cannot work to support themselves
or contribute to the country they love.
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On September 5, Trump called on
Congress to ‘‘legalize DACA.” But
since then, he has rejected six bipar-
tisan proposals to achieve that. He has
even rejected a $25 billion bipartisan
offer to build his border wall. Mexico,
of course, was supposed to pay for that
wall.

We provided the money in a bill that
also provided protection for the Dream-
ers. The President rejected it. Instead,
he has tried to put the entire hard-line
immigration agenda on the backs of
the Dreamers. President Trump has
said that he will support legalization
for Dreamers only if Congress passes
his plan, which would, among other
things, cut legal immigration to the
United States by more than 40 percent.

There are people within this adminis-
tration and some within the Senate
who really despise immigrants, and
you can see it. They want to cut legal
immigration to the United States.
That would be the largest cut in immi-
gration in almost 100 years.

Earlier this year, the Senate decided
to vote on President Trump’s plan—the
one he supports. It failed; it failed
badly when 39 Senators voted for it,
and 60 voted against it. President
Trump is holding Dreamers hostage to
an immigration plan that is so extreme
that many of his own party members
do not support it.

Over the years, I have come to the
floor of the Senate more than 100 times
to tell the stories of Dreamers. I could
give these speeches endlessly. I don’t
think they have the impact of coming
to know the young people who are en-
gaged and involved and at risk in this
political debate.

This is Dalia Larios, the 114th
Dreamer I have introduced on the floor
of the Senate. She was brought to the
United States from Mexico when she
was 10 years old. She grew up in Mesa,
AZ. She remembers celebrating the
Fourth of July, going to school dances,
and of course, watching the Super
Bowl.

Her parents were hard workers who
usually had two or three jobs. They
taught her that although there were
many things she could not control, she
could control how long she studied and
how much time she devoted to school.
She did; Dalia graduated from high
school in the top 1 percent of her class.
She was named the most outstanding
life science student in school. Not only
did she excel academically, she com-
pleted over 150 hours of community
service.

She is a remarkable young woman.
She started an after-school dance pro-
gram for at-risk children and was the
first place State champion in both
French and constitutional debate.

Dalia then attended Barrett, the
Honors College at Arizona State Uni-
versity. She majored in biological
sciences—specifically genetics, cell,
and developmental biology. She contin-
ued her community service volun-
teering as an English and biology tutor
at a number of health clinics. Dalia

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

graduated with a perfect 4.0 GPA and
received a number of awards, including
the School of Life Sciences award for
plant-based research on cervical and
breast cancer vaccines.

Today, Dalia is a fourth year medical
student at Harvard Medical School.
She is researching lung cancer and
lung transplants at Brigham and Wom-
en’s Hospital and the Dana-Farber Can-
cer Institute.

In 2016 she won the Robert Ebert
Prize for Healthcare Delivery Research
or Service for her work on designing a
student-led health coaching program to
improve health outcomes in complex
diabetic patients, and what did she
dream to be? A cardiothoracic surgeon.

Dalia wrote me a letter. She said:

For many, DACA may be a political bar-
gain. For me, it is my life. And [because of
DACA,] for the first time ever, I have been
able to live a life that is not just rooted in
dreams but rather the realization of those
dreams. It has been a gateway to change, in-
clusion and meaningful integration into the
country I call home and desperately hope to
serve.

At least 65 additional Dreamers were
enrolled in medical school this last
school year, but without DACA these
Dreamers could be deported back to
their countries, where they haven’t
lived since they were little kids. Will
America be a stronger country if we
ask Dalia to leave—this Harvard Med-
ical School graduate, who wants to be
a cardiothoracic surgeon? If we tell
her, “We don’t need you; go to some
another country,” are we better off for
that? Of course, not. We are stronger to
have people like Dalia in the United
States.

The Association of American Medical
Colleges states that the Nation’s doc-
tor shortage is going to continue. Both
the AMA and the Association of Amer-
ican Medical Colleges have warned that
ending DACA could make it even hard-
er to deal with the physician shortage
in the United States. They caution
that President Trump’s reversal in pol-
icy ‘‘could have severe consequences
for many in the health care workforce,
impacting patients and our nation’s
health care system.”

I personally think it would be a trag-
edy to deport someone like Dalia, who
has so much to contribute to America.

President Trump created the DACA
crisis. Instead of working toward a so-
lution, he has sabotaged every effort
we have made to support and save the
Dreamers. Now it is up to the Repub-
lican majority in Congress to accept
one of the six bipartisan solutions on
the table to save these young people.

Congress should do its job and make
the Dream Act the law of the land, or
we are going to be responsible for the
fate of wonderful young women like
this. This amazing young woman could
be saving lives in America as a sur-
geon, or we can deport her back to
Mexico. What sense would that make?

Currently, the U.S. House of Rep-
resentatives is debating when and if to
return to the immigration debate. It is
fortunate that 20 Republicans have had
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the courage to step up so far, and I
hope more will join them to say: We
have to do something. We can’t just let
this happen without an effort to pass a
bill to solve the problem.

The same thing could be said of the
Senate. That is why I am hoping that
at the end of the day, we can put this
kind of Dream Act and DACA bill back
into active consideration on the floor
of the Senate.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TiLLIS). The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1615

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, as in
legislation session, I ask unanimous
consent that the Committee on the Ju-
diciary be discharged from further con-
sideration of S. 1615; that the Senate
proceed to its immediate consider-
ation; that the bill be considered read a
third time and passed, and the motion
to reconsider be considered made and
laid upon the table with no intervening
action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, this is an issue on
which Congress needs to act. Congress
does, in fact, have authority to pass
laws governing immigration and natu-
ralization within our system, but this
particular unanimous consent request
represents an attempt to pass a major
piece of legislation without any oppor-
tunity for debate, any opportunity for
input from the American people, or any
opportunity for amendments by indi-
vidual Members. If we pass it this way,
we will be cutting the American people
out of the debate.

Moreover, we also need to address the
draws for illegal immigration. If we are
going to address the needs of those who
have been brought here unlawfully by
no fault of their own while they were
infants or minors, we need to make
sure that we are not going to continue
to draw people in unlawfully and that
we are not going to continue to have
people in various parts of the world
sending their children here unlawfully,
unaccompanied on many occasions and
being subjected to sexual assault and
all other kinds of abuse in the process.
We do need to fix the underlying prob-
lem.

For that reason, I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Illinois.

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I am
just going to respond briefly.

The bill that I asked to be called
today for a vote was debated at length
over a period of 17 years with numerous
committee meetings. This is not an
open-ended bill. There is a deadline. To
qualify for it, one must have been in
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the United States already for over a
year. So it would not be a magnet for
those who would like to come and take
advantage of it in the future. It
wouldn’t apply to them, but it does
apply to 1.8 million who would be eligi-
ble for citizenship.

I am sorry that there was an objec-
tion, but I will continue to work with
Members on both sides of the aisle to
resolve this. We owe it to Dalia and to
many others like her who are waiting
for Congress to act.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEE).
The Senator from North Carolina.
CALLING FOR THE RELEASE OF PASTOR ANDREW

BRUNSON

Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, sadly, I
have to do a speech that I promised I
would do every week until we find jus-
tice for someone who has been in a
Turkish prison now for a number of
days. This is Pastor Brunson. He is a
Presbyterian minister from Black
Mountain. He has been in Turkey for 20
years, doing missionary work for a
small church that I will describe brief-
1y later.

On October 4, 2016, he was swept up in
President Erdogan’s regime’s reaction
to an unlawful coup—a coup that I dis-
agree with. I believe in a peaceful tran-
sition of power, and I do believe that
people who are responsible for it should
be subject to Turkish laws. But the
roundup of people by President
Erdogan—he cast a very wide net—
went so far beyond any reasonable ex-
pectation of people who could have
been involved in the coup attempt. On
October 4, 2016, a Presbyterian minister
from Black Mountain, NC—the same
church that Billy Graham was a part
of—found himself arrested on charges
for being a potential terrorist and plot-
ting a coup.

He is in a Turkish prison. He has
been in that prison now for 593 days—
593 days, almost 17 months—without
charges. He is held in a prison cell that
is designed for 8 people but has 21 peo-
ple in it. He is not really allowed to
speak with his family. In fact, the only
family he has seen over the last 593
days has been his wife, because they
have been afraid to let his children
come into the country for fear that
they would not be allowed to leave, nor
will his wife Norine leave the country
for fear that she will not be able to
come back. She is his only connection
to his family. It has been 593 days.

I want to go back and tell you what
really underlines why they think this
Presbyterian minister is a part of the
coup attempt or a terrorist organiza-
tion. It is because they believe that re-
ligions in the United States are some-
how joined together in this intel-
ligence-gathering network so that, in-
stead of doing missionary work, they
can go into these countries and infil-
trate their systems and then force
coups or support or provide aid to peo-
ple who would commit a terrorist act
against the Turkish homeland—some-
thing that I would object to and some-
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thing of which I would say that any-
body who does that should be subject
to Turkish law.

They believe this of Pastor Brunson,
a pastor of a church in Izmir, who for
many years, when he was doing mis-
sionary work, didn’t even have a
church. They finally were able to get
the resources together. They have 50
members. This is a 50-member con-
gregation in a church in Izmir, which is
one of the more populous cities in the
Turkey.

This is a very small church. On a
packed day, on a Sunday, you may be
able to fit 120 people in it. They open
the doors so that people walking down
the street can hear what they are talk-
ing about. They open the windows.
They invite anybody in it.

Part of the case is that they believe
that people who have entered that
church are Kurdish, and because they
are Kurdish, they must be associated
with the PKK, and if they are associ-
ated with the PKK, then, clearly, they
were involved with terrorist attempts
against Turkey.

This church was also used in evi-
dence. You see the picture. There is a
small room upstairs in this very small
church. There have been over one dozen
secret witnesses. In a Turkish court, he
doesn’t have a trial by jury. He has
three judges, and there is a prosecutor
who is elevated, effectively, to be an-
other judge, whom he is testifying be-
fore. One of the secret witnesses said
that he clearly is guilty of nefarious
activity because one night he saw a
window open in this church for about 4
hours. That was the evidence sub-
mitted.

There is a problem with that. No. 1,
generally speaking, in our country,
having a light on doesn’t necessarily go
directly to being prosecuted for ter-
rorism or conspiracy to commit ter-
rorism. There is another problem with
this allegation. This room doesn’t have
a window. There is no possible way
somebody could have seen the light.
Even if you would argue that seeing a
light could somehow be linked to ter-
rorist activity, you can’t even see it.

To make matters worse, after more
than a dozen secret witnesses came on,
many of them in Turkish prisons them-
selves for the prosecution, the defense
asked if they had 10 witnesses who
would testify on his behalf. The judges
said they would not be allowed to tes-
tify because they are suspects. They
haven’t been charged with anything,
necessarily. They may not even be in-
carcerated, but they are suspects.
Therefore, he has no opportunity what-
soever to defend himself.

I am about to go back and do a final
vote on the National Defense Author-
ization Act. We have to get President
Erdogan’s attention. In a bill that we
are going to have on this floor in the
next couple of weeks, I believe we are
going to send a very clear message to
the President and to the people of Tur-
key to treat our people fairly, to treat
with respect a nation that is prepared
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to send American men and women to
Turkey to fight and die for their free-
dom. If they don’t, then we are going
to have to continue to up the tempera-
ture until justice is done for Pastor
Brunson and others in Turkish prisons.

I yield the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader.

ORDER OF PROCEDURE

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that notwith-
standing rule XXII, all postcloture
time on the McWilliams nominations
be considered expired at 12 noon on
Thursday, May 24; further, that if clo-
ture is invoked on the Evans nomina-
tion, the time until 1:45 p.m. be equally
divided in the usual form, and at 1:45
p.m., the Senate vote on the nomina-
tion; finally, that if any of the nomina-
tions are confirmed, the motions to re-
consider be considered made and laid
upon the table and the President be im-
mediately notified of the Senate’s ac-
tion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TILLIS). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

UNANIMOUS CONSENT AGREEMENT—EXECUTIVE
CALENDAR

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that at a time
to be determined by the majority lead-
er, in consultation with the Demo-
cratic leader, the Senate proceed to ex-
ecutive session for the consideration of
the following nomination: Executive
Calendar No. 603. I ask consent that
there be 10 hours of debate equally di-
vided in the usual form and that fol-
lowing the use or yielding back of
time, the Senate vote on the nomina-
tion with no intervening action or de-
bate; that if confirmed, the motion to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon the table; that the President be
immediately notified of the Senate’s
action; that no further motions be in
order; and that any statements relat-
ing to the nomination be printed in the
RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate resume legislative session for a pe-
riod of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up
to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

——
VA MISSION BILL

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, the Sen-
ate today passed the VA MISSION Act,
a long overdue piece legislation of that
would finally provide an overhaul of
the healthcare system at the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs that is des-
perately needed. The bill would
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streamline and consolidate community
care into a single comprehensive pro-
gram, standardizing eligibility for this
program and repealing the Choice pro-
gram after 1 year.

The MISSION Act also includes a
phasing in of an expanded Caregiver
program, so that veterans of all eras
can access this important benefit. This
is an issue I have long worked on, hav-
ing helped create the original Care-
givers program at the VA. This expan-
sion will likely help thousands of fam-
ily caregivers.

In addition, the MISSION Act will
help the VA better recruit quality
healthcare professionals with academic
and financial incentives, as well as
help ensure access to care in rural and
underserved areas.

I understand that there are some
concerns about this legislation.

The asset and infrastructure review
provision, which has been compared to
the BRAC review of DOD facilities, is
contentious. I joined Senator MANCHIN
in efforts to pass a version of this with-
out the AIR provision. I am dis-
appointed that effort was blocked by
our Republican colleagues, but I also
appreciate the efforts of my Demo-
cratic colleagues in helping ensure
safeguards in the bill around the AIR
provision, so that any process includes
coordination with and review by Con-
gress, veterans service organizations,
the public, and other stakeholders
every step of the way.

I also recognize that there is a seri-
ous concern about privatization at the
VA, a concern that is especially acute
under this administration and given
the fact that the VA lacks senior lead-
ership.

Congress will need to ensure contin-
ued strong funding for the VA so that
we are not sacrificing investments in
VA infrastructure, direct patient care,
medical research, and more in ex-
change for community care—which will
be costly—under the MISSION Act.

We will need to continue to provide
oversight during the process of select-
ing a VA Secretary, one who will bal-
ance the need of some veterans to ac-
cess authorized private care with pro-
tecting the VA system. I look forward
to meeting with the VA Secretary
nominee to assess his qualifications on
this and other matters soon.

It is easy for us Members of Congress
to speak about this bill on the floor—
to thank our veterans and their fami-
lies for their service—but it is more
meaningful, more important to do
what we can through action.

Some of my proudest moments in
Congress have included efforts to rec-
ognize, honor, and thank our veterans,
but the very least we can do for our
veterans is to ensure they get the care
they need.

I have been working with my col-
league, Senator DUCKWORTH, to help
ensure that veterans and their spouses
at the Illinois Veterans Home at Quin-
cy receive high quality care, because,
for the past 3 years, IVH Quincy has
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been dealing with several Legionnaires’
outbreaks, outbreaks that have
sickened more than 65 and, sadly,
killed 13.

It is unacceptable that 13 veterans
died from contracting the Legionella
bacteria before this Governor finally
produced a comprehensive plan of ac-
tion.

I have worked with and will continue
to work with State and Federal offi-
cials to ensure that IVH Quincy has the
technical and financial support it
needs.

Let me close with this: The VA MIS-
SION Act reflects this sentiment as
well—too often, our servicemembers
return home only to find themselves
facing challenge after challenge, suf-
fering from the physical and mental
wounds of war. This bill will help en-
sure that we uphold the promise we
have made, to provide the care, sup-
port, and respect our veterans have
earned and deserve.

I want to thank my colleagues Sen-
ators ISAKSON and TESTER for their
good-faith efforts on this bill. I am
pleased to join them and others in the
Senate in supporting this legislation.

(At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the
following statement was ordered to be
printed in the RECORD.)

—————
VOTE EXPLANATION

e Ms. DUCKWORTH. Mr. President, I
was necessarily absent for vote No. 106
on the motion to concur in the House
amendment to S. 2372, the VA MIS-
SION Act of 2018. On vote No. 106, had
I been present, I would have voted yea
on the motion to concur in the House
amendment to S. 2372, the VA MIS-
SION Act of 2018.e

——————

REMOVAL OF NOMINATION
OBJECTION

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, on May
10, I announced my intention to object
to a unanimous consent request for the
Senate to take up the nomination of
Christopher C. Krebs who has been
nominated by President Trump to
serve as Under secretary of the Na-
tional Protection and Programs Direc-
torate at the Department of Homeland
Security, DHS. I did so because DHS
had yet to clear for public release im-
portant information about
vulnerabilities in U.S. telephone net-
works that are being exploited, poten-
tially by foreign governments, to tar-
get Americans.

Last week, I discussed with Mr.
Krebs our shared interest in protecting
Americans from sophisticated cyber se-
curity threats, particularly those that
exploit flaws in U.S. communications
networks. I am pleased to say that
DHS subsequently provided me with a
letter that included much of the infor-
mation that I had previously re-
quested. I intend to make this letter
public in the coming days and believe
that it will further much needed debate
about the security of U.S. telephone
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networks and the Federal Communica-
tions Commission’s lax approach to
regulating the privacy and cyber secu-
rity practices of wireless carriers.

In light of this action, I will no
longer object to any unanimous con-
sent request for the Senate to take up
Mr. Kreb’s nomination.

HONORING PRIVATE MARTIN A.
TREPTOW

Mrs. ERNST. Mr. President, today 1
wish to honor Martin A. Treptow who
bravely served as a private in the U.S.
Army during the First World War.

Martin enlisted in the Iowa National
Guard in 1917 while working as a barber
in Cherokee, IA, and was soon sta-
tioned in France as part of the 168th
Infantry of the 42nd Division, the
famed Rainbow Division. During the
assault on Hill 212 on La Croix Rouge
Farm, Martin courageously volun-
teered to deliver an important message
to another platoon, despite heavy
enemy fire. Martin successfully com-
pleted his mission but paid the ulti-
mate sacrifice in doing so.

As his belongings were being pre-
pared to send home to his family and
friends, Martin’s diary was found. His
diary included an entry entitled ‘“‘My
Pledge,”” and Martin had written:
“America must win this war. There-
fore, I will work, I will save, I will en-
sure, I will fight cheerfully and do my
utmost, as if the issue of the whole
struggle depended on me alone.”

I ask my colleagues to join me as I
proudly recognize Martin A. Treptow,
whose heroic actions and inspiring
words epitomize the duty and sacrifice
of all the brave men and women who
serve and have served the United
States in defense of our freedom.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

CENTENNIAL OF GRENVILLE,
SOUTH DAKOTA

e Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, today 1
recognize Grenville, SD. The town of
Grenville will be celebrating its cen-
tennial on June 8 through June 10, 2018.
Grenville will host centennial events
which include a parade, street dances,
a softball tournament, raffles, a pig
roast, children events, and much more.

Grenville, located in Day County,
was given the christened name of
Zielona Gora, meaning ‘‘green hills,”
which is an accurate description of the
area’s beautiful sloping hills and ma-
jestic landscape. Since its founding 100
years ago, the community of Grenville
remains resilient in upholding South
Dakota values. Today the robust tradi-
tions passed down by determined set-
tlers continue to endure throughout
the Grenville community.

I offer my congratulations to the
citizens of Grenville on their centen-
nial celebration and wish them contin-
ued prosperity in the years to come.®
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MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Ms. Ridgway, one of his
secretaries.

———

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

In executive session the PRESIDING
OFFICER laid before the Senate mes-
sages from the President of the United
States submitting a nomination and a
withdrawal which were referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

(The messages received today are
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.)

———

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

At 11:03 a.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bills, without amendment:

S. 204. An act to authorize the use of unap-
proved medical products by patients diag-
nosed with a terminal illness in accordance
with State law, and for other purposes.

S. 292. An act to maximize discovery, and
accelerate development and availability, of
promising childhood cancer treatments, and
for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
House has passed the following bill, in
which it requests the concurrence of
the Senate:

H.R. 5682. An act to provide for programs
to help reduce the risk that prisoners with
recidivate upon release from prison, and for
other purposes.

The message further announced that
the House has agreed to the following
concurrent resolution, in which it re-
quests the concurrence of the Senate:

H. Con. Res. 113. Concurrent resolution au-
thorizing the use of the Capitol Grounds for
the Greater Washington Soap Box Derby.

At 3:10 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks,
announced that the House has passed
the following bill, in which it requests
the concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 4743. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to strengthen the Office of Risk
Management within the Small Business Ad-
ministration, and for other purposes.

———

MEASURES PLACED ON THE
CALENDAR

The following bill was read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and placed on the calendar:

H.R. 4743. An act to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to strengthen the Office of Credit
Risk Management within the Small Business
Administration, and for other purposes.

———————

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS

The following communications were
laid before the Senate, together with
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated:
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EC-5243. A communication from the Acting
Director of Program Development and Regu-
latory Analysis, Rural Utilities Service, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Policy on Audits of RUS Borrowers and
Grantees” (RIN0572-AC33) received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on May 16,
2018; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry.

EC-5244. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Clopyralid; Pesticide Tolerances”
(FRL No. 9977-13) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 17, 2018;
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry.

EC-5245. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Pyroxasulfone; Pesticide Tolerances’
(FRL No. 9977-25) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 17, 2018;
to the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry.

EC-5246. A communication from the Con-
gressional Review Coordinator, Animal and
Plant Health Inspection Service, Department
of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘“VSTA
Records and Reports Specific to Inter-
national Standards for Pharmacovigilance”
(RINO0579-AE11) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 17, 2018; to
the Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition,
and Forestry.

EC-5247. A communication from the Acting
Chief of Staff, Natural Resources Conserva-
tion Service, Department of Agriculture,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Conservation Program Re-
cipient Reporting” (RIN0578-AA64) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on May 21, 2018; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry.

EC-5248. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting the report of
two (2) officers authorized to wear the insig-
nia of the grade of major general or brigadier
general in accordance with title 10, United
States Code, section T777; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

EC-5249. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report on the continuation of
the national emergency that was originally
declared in Executive Order 13611 of May 16,
2012, with respect to Yemen; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs.

EC-5250. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on
the national emergency that was declared in
Executive Order 13405 of June 16, 2006, with
respect to Belarus; to the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-5251. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on
the national emergency that was declared in
Executive Order 13712 of November 22, 2015,
with respect to Burundi; to the Committee
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-5252. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a six-month periodic report on
the national emergency with respect to Iran
that was declared in Executive Order 12170
on November 14, 1979; to the Committee on
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs.

EC-5253. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Legislation, Office
of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy,
Department of Energy, transmitting, pursu-
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ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘En-
ergy Conservation Program: Energy Con-
servation Standards for Ceiling Fan Light
Kits” (RIN1901-AC87) received in the Office
of the President of the Senate on May 17,
2018; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

EC-5254. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘“Air Plan Approval; Oregon; Regional
Haze Progress Report” (FRL No. 9978-16—
OAR) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 17, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works.

EC-5255. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air
Quality Implementation Plans; New Jersey;
Infrastructure Requirements for the 2008
Lead, 2008 Ozone, 2010 Nitrogen Dioxide, 2010
Sulfur Dioxide, 2011 Carbon Monoxide, 2006
PM10, 2012 PM2.5, 1997 Ozone, and the 1997
and 2006 PM2.5 National Ambient Air Quality
Standards” (FRL No. 9978-24-Region 2) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 17, 2018; to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

EC-5256. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Imple-
mentation Plans; California; California Mo-
bile Source Regulations” (FRL No. 9978-19-
Region 9) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 17, 2018; to the
Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

EC-5257. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division,
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Revisions to California State Imple-
mentation Plan; Bay Area Air Quality Man-
agement District; Stationary Sources; New
Source Review” (FRL No. 9977-24-Region 9)
received in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 17, 2018; to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

EC-5258. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report relative to the extension of
waiver authority for Turkmenistan; to the
Committee on Finance.

EC-5259. A communication from the Senior
Counsel for Regulatory Affairs, Depart-
mental Offices, Department of the Treasury,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Department of the Treasury
Acquisition Regulations; Tax Check Require-
ments’’ (48 CFR Parts 1009 and 1052) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on May 17, 2018; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

EC-5260. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare
and Medicaid Services, Department of
Health and Human Services, transmitting,
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Medicare Program; CY 2018 Updates to the
Quality Payment Program; and Quality Pay-
ment Program: Extreme and Uncontrollable
Circumstance Policy for the Transition
Year; Corrections” ((RIN0938-AT13) (CMS-
5522-F2)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 21, 2018; to the
Committee on Finance.

EC-5261. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
section 36(c) of the Arms Export Control Act,
the certification of a proposed license for the
export of defense articles, including tech-
nical data, and defense services to Japan to
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support the assembly, disassembly, align-
ment, test, integration, repair, and mainte-
nance of MTS-A Variants in the amount of
$100,000,000 or more (Transmittal No. DDTC
17-147); to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

EC-5262. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Legislative Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
section 36(c) and (d) of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act, the certification of a proposed li-
cense for the manufacture of significant
military equipment abroad and the export of
defense articles, including technical data,
and defense services to Algeria and United
Kingdom to support the manufacture of the
Falcon III tactical radio systems in the
amount of $50,000,000 or more (Transmittal
No. DDTC 17-070); to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

EC-5263. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Adviser, Office of the Legal Adviser, De-
partment of State, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Depart-
ment of State 2018 Civil Monetary Penalties
Inflationary Adjustment’ (RIN1400-AE50) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the
Senate on May 16, 2018; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

EC-5264. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Regulations and Policy Management
Staff, Food and Drug Administration, De-
partment of Health and Human Services,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘‘Medical Devices; Hema-
tology and Pathology Devices; Classification
of Blood Establishment Computer Software
and Accessories’ ((21 CFR Part 864) (Docket
No. FDA-2016-N-0406)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 18, 2018; to
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor,
and Pensions.

EC-5265. A communication from the In-
spector General, Department of Health and
Human Services, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report entitled ‘‘System Review Re-
port’’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

EC-5266. A communication from the Chair
of the Board of Governors, Federal Reserve
System, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
Inspector General’s Semiannual Report for
the six-month period from October 1, 2017
through March 31, 2018; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-5267. A communication from the Chair-
man of the National Credit Union Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
semi-annual report of the Inspector General
for the period from October 1, 2017 through
March 31, 2018; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs.

EC-5268. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-320, ‘“Board of Elections
Domicile Requirement Temporary Amend-
ment Act of 2018”; to the Committee on
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-5269. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-336, ‘‘Mental Health Informa-
tion Disclosure Temporary Amendment Act
of 2018”’; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs.

EC-5270. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-335, ‘‘Preservation of Elec-
tronic Recordings of Meetings Temporary
Amendment Act of 2018”’; to the Committee
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-5271. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
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bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-319, “University of the Dis-
trict of Columbia Leased Property Tax
Abatement Amendment Act of 2018”’; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs.

EC-5272. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-337, ‘‘Address Confidentiality
Act of 2018”’; to the Committee on Homeland
Security and Governmental Affairs.

EC-5273. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-338, ‘‘Limited-Equity Coopera-
tive Task Force Act of 2018’; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-5274. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-339, “TOPA Single-Family
Home Exemption Amendment Act of 2018’;
to the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

EC-5275. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-340, ‘‘Accessible and Trans-
parent Procurement Amendment Act of
2018”’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

EC-5276. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-341, ‘‘Subrogation Fund Es-
tablishment Act of 2018”’; to the Committee
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs.

EC-5277. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-342, ‘“‘Captive Insurance Agen-
cy Amendment Act of 2018”; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-5278. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-343, ‘‘Fiscal Year 2018 Budget
Support Clarification Amendment Act of
2018”’; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

EC-5279. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-344, ‘“‘Long-Term Care Om-
budsman Program Amendment Act of 2018’;
to the Committee on Homeland Security and
Governmental Affairs.

EC-5280. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-345, ‘‘Telehealth Medicaid Ex-
pansion Amendment Act of 2018°; to the
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs.

EC-5281. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on D.C. Act 22-318, ‘“‘Rental Unit Fee Adjust-
ment Amendment Act of 2018’; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs.

EC-5282. A communication from the Dep-
uty Assistant Administrator of the Diversion
Control Division, Drug Enforcement Agency,
Department of Justice, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“‘Schedules of Controlled Substances: Exten-
sion of Temporary Placement of beta-
Hydroxythiofentanyl in Schedule I of the
Controlled Substances Act” (Docket No.
DEA-484) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

EC-5283. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
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of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe-
cial Local Regulation; Wolf River Chute,
Memphis TN’ ((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No.
USCG-2018-0313)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5284. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe-
cial Local Regulation; Red River, Alexan-
dria, LA” ((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No.
USCG-2018-0312)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5285. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe-
cial Local Regulation; Clinch River, Oak
Ridge, TN ((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No.
USCG-2018-0096)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5286. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe-
cial Local Regulation; Clinch River, Oak
Ridge, TN ((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No.
USCG-2018-0143)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5287. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe-
cial Local Regulation; Black Warrior River,
Tuscaloosa, AL ((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket
No. USCG-2018-0014)) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 16, 2018;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-5288. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe-
cial Local Regulation; Pensacola Bay, Pen-
sacola, FL” ((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No.
USCG-2018-0103)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5289. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Spe-
cial Local Regulations; Sector Ohio Valley
Annual and Recurring Special Local Regula-
tions Update” ((RIN1625-AA08) (Docket No.
USCG-2018-0064)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5290. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“Safety Zone; Cocos Lagoon, Merizo, GU”
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2018-
0290)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-5291. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Ohio River mile marker 27.8 to
mile marker 28.2, Vanport, PA” ((RIN1625-
AA00) (Docket No. USCG—2018-0422)) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on May 16, 2018; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.
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EC-5292. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zomne; Ohio River, Cincinnati, OH”’
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2018-
0291)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-5293. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Tennessee River, Huntsville,
AL” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-—
2018-0006)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5294. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Pensacola Bay, Pensacola,
FL” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-—
2018-0086)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5295. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Santa Rosa Sound, Pensacola
Beach, FL” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No.
USCG-2018-0061)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5296. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Sabine River, Orange, Texas”’
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2017-
1080)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-5297. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Appomattox FPS, Mississippi
Canyon 437, Outer Continental Shelf on the
Gulf of Mexico” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No.
USCG—-2017-0446)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5298. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Mississippi Sound, Biloxi,
MS” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-
2018-0083)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5299. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Tennessee River, Miles 446.0 to
454.5” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-
2015-1113)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5300. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“Safety Zone; Oregon Inlet, Dare County,
NC” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG—
2017-0964)) received in the Office of the Presi-
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dent of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5301. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘““‘Safety Zone; Barge PFE-LB444, San Joa-
quin River, Blackslough Landing, CA”
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2018-
0387)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-5302. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
“‘Safety Zomne; Pacific Ocean, Kilauea Lava
Flow Ocean Entry on Southeast Side of Is-
land of Hawaii, HI”” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket
No. USCG-2017-0234)) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 16, 2018;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-5303. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“Safety Zone; Coast Guard Sector Ohio Val-
ley Annual and Recurring Safety Zones Up-
date” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-
2018-0065)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5304. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘““‘Safety Zone; Straits of Mackinac, Macki-
naw City, MI” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No.
USCG-2018-0397)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5305. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘““‘Safety Zone, Volvo Ocean Race Newport;
East Passage, Narragansett Bay, RI”
((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-2018-
0118)) received in the Office of the President
of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

EC-5306. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘““‘Safety Zone; Lake Michigan, Calumet Har-
bor, Chicago, IL” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket
No. USCG-2018-0234)) received in the Office of
the President of the Senate on May 16, 2018;
to the Committee on Commerce, Science,
and Transportation.

EC-5307. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘“‘Safety Zone; Housatonic River, Milford and
Stanford, CT” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No.
USCG-2018-0304)) received in the Office of the
President of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5308. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled
‘““‘Safety Zone; Pensacola Bay, Pensacola,
FL»” ((RIN1625-AA00) (Docket No. USCG-
2017-0998)) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on May 16, 2018; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

EC-5309. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Office of Proceedings, Surface
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Transportation Board, Department of Trans-
portation, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
report of a rule entitled ‘“‘On-Time Perform-
ance Under Section 213 of the Passenger Rail
Investment and Improvement Act of 2008’
((RIN2140-AB22) (Docket No. EP 726) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on May 16, 2018; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

EC-5310. A communication from the Dep-
uty Chief, Wireless Telecommunications Bu-
reau, Federal Communications Commission,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of
a rule entitled ‘“‘Connect America Fund; Uni-
versal Service Reform—Mobility Fund” (WT
Docket No. 10-208) (DA 18-427)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office
of the President of the Senate on May 18,
2018; to the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation.

EC-5311. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘An-
chorage Grounds; Galveston Harbor, Bolivar
Roads Channel, Galveston, Texas’’ ((RIN1625—
AA01) (Docket No. USCG-2015-0549)) received
in the Office of the President of the Senate
on May 16, 2018; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

———

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The following petitions and memo-
rials were laid before the Senate and
were referred or ordered to lie on the
table as indicated:

POM-234. A resolution adopted by the Sen-
ate of the State of Louisiana recognizing
Tuesday, April 24, 2018, as the fourth annual
0Oil and Natural Gas Industry Day at the
state capitol and commending the industry
for more than a century of partnership with
Louisiana, providing jobs and economic ben-
efits for the state while providing the energy
that fuels a nation; to the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources.

SENATE RESOLUTION No. 143

Whereas, more than two hundred sixty
thousand Louisianians are employed by the
oil and natural gas industry, from rigs to of-
fice jobs; and

Whereas, the oil and natural gas industry
continues to be the foundation of the state’s
economy with a $72.8 billion economic im-
pact, generating over $19 billion in household
earnings for Louisianians, with energy jobs
and earnings found in all but one of the
state’s sixty-four parishes; and

Whereas, the oil and natural gas industry
brings jobs to cities and parishes in Lou-
isiana, injects money into the local econ-
omy, and enables communities to not only
survive, but to thrive; and

Whereas, the oil and natural gas industry
is one of the biggest contributors to Louisi-
ana’s economy paying nearly $2 billion in di-
rect and indirect taxes to the state treasury
which helps pay for schools, healthcare,
roads, and other state-funded initiatives; and

Whereas, the oil and natural gas industry
in Louisiana is the biggest private investor
in the state’s coast, funding research, work-
ing with top scientists, and investing in doz-
ens of private and public projects that all
work to protect and improve our coastline;
and

Whereas, Louisiana is the nation’s number
two producer of crude oil and the number
four producer of natural gas among the fifty
states, ranks number two among the states
in petroleum refining capacity with its
eighteen refineries, and has over ninety-two
thousand miles of pipelines transporting
crude petroleum and natural gas within the
state and its offshore area of the Gulf of
Mexico: Therefore, be it
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Resolved, That the Senate of the Legisla-
ture of Louisiana does hereby recognize
Tuesday, April 24, 2018, as the fourth annual
0il and Natural Gas Industry Day at the
state capitol and does hereby commend the
industry for more than a century of partner-
ship with Louisiana, providing jobs and eco-
nomic benefits for the state while providing
the energy that fuels a nation; and be it fur-
ther

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution be
transmitted to the secretary of the United
States Senate, the clerk of the United States
House of Representatives, and to each mem-
ber of the Louisiana delegation to the United
States Congress.

POM-235. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Louisiana
urging the United States Congress to allow
for variances on certain projects regulated
by the Clean Water Act and the Rivers and
Harbors Act; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION No. 41

Whereas, the federal Clean Water Act es-
tablishes a program to regulate the dis-
charge of dredged or fill material into waters
of the United States, including wetlands; and

Whereas, the federal Rivers and Harbors
Act requires authorization from the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers for the construc-
tion of any structure in or over any navi-
gable waters of the United States, the exca-
vation and dredging or deposition of mate-
rial, or any obstruction or alteration to a
navigable water; and

Whereas, protection of the coast and miti-
gation of wetland loss is vital to the future
of this state and the many projects designed
to protect and preserve the state’s coast in-
variably require dredging, obstructing, or al-
tering of waters of the United States; and

Whereas, the Clean Water Act and the Riv-
ers and Harbors Act mandate that local, mu-
nicipal, and state projects aimed at miti-
gating coastal wetland losses require permits
from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers; and

Whereas, like federal law, Louisiana law
requires compensatory mitigation at a level
sufficient to replace the ecological value of
the wetlands lost as a result of permitted
projects, but allows for variances to this re-
quirement when the permittee has dem-
onstrated that the required mitigation would
render the proposed project impracticable if
the project is a clearly overriding public in-
terest; and

Whereas, the Clean Waters Act and the
Rivers and Harbors Act do not allow for such
variances when a project to mitigate coastal
wetland loss is being considered, even when
that project has a clearly overriding public
interest; and

Whereas, in an effort to help the state pro-
tect its valuable coast and wetlands, federal
law should allow for a variance for a project
that has a clearly overriding public interest.
Therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of Lou-
isiana memorializes the Congress of the
United States to allow for variances on cer-
tain projects regulated by the CI an Water
Act and the Rivers and Harbors Act. Be it
Further

Resolved, That a copy of this Resolution
shall be transmitted to the secretary of the
United States Senate and the clerk of the
United States House of Representatives and
to each member of the Louisiana delegation
to the United States Congress.

POM-236. A concurrent memorial adopted
by the Legislature of the State of Arizona
urging the President of the United States
and the United States Congress to swiftly re-
negotiate and ratify the North American
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Free Trade Agreement to maintain the glob-
al competitiveness of Arizona’s businesses
and citizens; to the Committee on Finance.

SENATE CONCURRENT MEMORIAL 1016

Whereas, the North American Free Trade
Agreement (NAFTA) created the largest sin-
gle free trade area in the world and has pro-
duced significant economic benefits to the
State of Arizona; and

Whereas, one in five Arizona jobs are
linked to trade in goods and countless others
are linked to trade in services and inter-
national tourism; and

Whereas, in 2014, over 236,000 Arizona jobs
relied on trade and investment with our two
largest trading partners, Canada and Mexico;
and

Whereas, NAFTA has facilitated the
growth of significant new cross-border manu-
facturing and supply chains in industries
such as aerospace, agriculture, electronics
and automotive; and

Whereas, NAFTA has facilitated the expan-
sion of Arizona businesses into the Mexican
market; and

Whereas, the NAFTA-member countries of
Canada and Mexico are Arizona’s largest for-
eign direct-investment and trading partners;
and

Whereas, in 2016, Arizona had $15.7 billion
in combined trade, nearly 38% of the state’s
total trade, with Mexico and maintained a
trade surplus of $830 million; and

Whereas, in 2016, Arizona had $3.5 billion in
combined trade with Canada and maintained
a trade surplus of $810 million; and

Whereas, tourism with our NAFTA part-
ners is a significant driving force of Arizo-
na’s economic success; and

Whereas, 3.8 million annual Mexican visi-
tors are responsible for $7.3 million per day,
or 66% of all Arizona visitor expenditures,
and the annual economic impact to Arizona
from Mexican and Canadian visitors is $5 bil-
lion; and

Whereas, NAFTA may usefully be updated
to include new opportunities for Arizona
companies; and

Whereas, withdrawing the United States
from NAFTA would negatively impact Arizo-
na’s exporting and importing companies, the
vast majority of which are small businesses,
as well as the entire Arizona tourism indus-
try; and

Whereas, withdrawing the United States
would further discourage foreign investment
in this state and the resulting job creation,
would further suit in significant job losses
across all sectors, with aerospace, tech, and
agribusiness likely the hardest hit, and
would be potentially devastating to the eco-
nomic vitality of this state.

Wherefore your memorialist, the Senate of
the State of Arizona, the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring, prays:

1. That the President of the United States
constructively and swiftly negotiate modi-
fications to NAFTA to strengthen and mod-
ernize the agreement, maintain the tri-
lateral nature of the agreement as it cur-
rently exists between Canada, Mexico and
the United States and conclude the negotia-
tions by the date agreed.

2. That the Congress of the United States
swiftly ratify and certify the new terms of
NAFTA to reduce business uncertainty and
maintain the global competitiveness of Ari-
zona’s businesses and citizens.

3. That the Secretary of State of the State
of Arizona transmit copies of this Memorial
to the President of the United States, the
United States Trade Representative, the
President of the United States Senate, the
Speaker of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives and each Member of Congress
from the State of Arizona.

May 23, 2018

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources, without
amendment:

H.R. 1900. A bill to designate the Veterans
Memorial and Museum in Columbus, Ohio, as
the National Veterans Memorial and Mu-
seum, and for other purposes.

By Mr. BARRASSO, from the Committee
on Environment and Public Works, without
amendment:

S. 2377. A bill to designate the Federal
building and United States courthouse lo-
cated at 200 West 2nd Street in Dayton, Ohio,
as the ‘“Walter H. Rice Federal Building and
United States Courthouse’’.

S. 2734. A bill to designate the Federal
building and United States courthouse lo-
cated at 1300 Victoria Street in Laredo,
Texas, as the ‘“George P. Kazen Federal
Building and United States Courthouse’’.

By Ms. MURKOWSKI, from the Committee
on Energy and Natural Resources, without
amendment:

S. 2857. A bill to designate the Nordic Mu-
seum in Seattle, Washington, as the ‘‘Na-
tional Nordic Museum’, and for other pur-
poses.

———

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF
COMMITTEE

The following executive reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. INHOFE for Mr. McCAIN for the
Committee on Armed Services.

*Gregory J. Slavonic, of Oklahoma, to be
an Assistant Secretary of the Navy.

*James N. Stewart, of North Carolina, to
be an Assistant Secretary of Defense.

*Lisa Porter, of Virginia, to be a Deputy
Under Secretary of Defense.

*Charles P. Verdon, of California, to be
Deputy Administrator for Defense Programs,
National Nuclear Security Administration.

*James H. Anderson, of Virginia, to be an
Assistant Secretary of Defense.

Navy nomination of Capt. Peter G. Vasely,
to be Rear Admiral (Lower Half).

Army nomination of Col. Diron J. Cruz, to
be Brigadier General.

Air Force nomination of Col. Daniel T.
Lasica, to be brigadier General.

Air Force nomination of Lit. Gen. Bradford
J. Shwedo, to be Lieutenant General.

Army nominations beginning with Brig.
Gen. Antonio A. Aguto, Jr. and ending with
Brig. Gen. Joel K. Tyler, which nominations
were received by the Senate and appeared in
the Congressional Record on April 24, 2018.
(minus 1 nominee: Brig. Gen. Michel M. Rus-
sell, Sr.)

Army nomination of Col. Wendy L. Harter,
to be Brigadier General.

Army nomination of Col. Shan K. Bagby,
to be Brigadier General.

Army nomination of Col. Michael L. Place,
to be Brigadier General.

Navy nomination of Rear Adm. Craig S.
Faller, to be Vice Admiral.

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. Warren
D. Berry, to be Lieutenant General.

Air Force nomination of Maj. Gen. Donald
E. Kirkland, to be Lieutenant General.

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Darsie D.
Rogers, Jr., to be Lieutenant General.

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Bradley A.
Becker, to be Lieutenant General.

Navy nomination of Vice Adm. Michael M.
Gilday, to be Vice Admiral.

Marine Corps nomination of Lit. Gen. Lewis
A. Craparotta, to be Lieutenant General.

Marine Corps nomination of Lit. Gen. Dan-
iel J. O'Donohue, to be Lieutenant General.
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Air Force nomination of Brig. Gen. David
B. Burgy, to be Major General.

Air Force nomination of Col. Michele C.
Edmondson, to be Brigadier General.

Navy nomination of Capt. Jeffrey S.
Scheidt, to be Rear Admiral (lower half).

Army nomination of Maj. Gen. Joseph M.
Martin, to be Lieutenant General.

Marine Corps nomination of Lt. Gen. Jo-
seph L. Osterman, to be Lieutenant General.

*Charles Douglas Stimson, of Virginia, to
be General Counsel of the Department of the
Navy.

Mr. INHOFE for Mr. McCAIN. Mr.
President, for the Committee on Armed
Services I report favorably the fol-
lowing nomination lists which were
printed in the RECORDS on the dates in-
dicated, and ask unanimous consent, to
save the expense of reprinting on the
Executive Calendar that these nomina-
tions lie at the Secretary’s desk for the
information of Senators.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Air Force nomination of Mckisa P. Fryer,
to be Major.

Air Force nominations beginning with
Aaron J. Oelrich and ending with Gregory P.
Norton, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 7, 2018.

Air Force nomination of Ryan C. Boyle, to
be Major.

Air Force nominations beginning with
Chad J. Kimbrough and ending with Travis
K. Pugh, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 15, 2018.

Army nomination of Todd M. Yosick, to be
Colonel.

Army nomination of Mitchell P. Kreuze, to
be Major.

Army nomination of Sheryl L. Anthos, to
be Lieutenant Colonel.

Army nominations beginning with Mark A.
Crimaldi and ending with James A. Watson,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on April 24, 2018.

Army nominations beginning with Derrick
J. Chacon and ending with Todd M. Leeds,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on April 24, 2018.

Army nomination of James E. Smith, Jr.,
to be Colonel.

Army nominations beginning with Allen D.
Aldenberg and ending with Timothy A.
Wood, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 7, 2018.

Army nominations beginning with William
J. Grimes and ending with Jeremy P. Mount,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 7, 2018.

Army nomination of David W. Eastburn, to
be Lieutenant Colonel.

Army nomination of Zina L. Roberts, to be
Major.

Army nominations beginning with Brad-
ford M. Burris and ending with John H.
Cochran, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on May 7, 2018.

Army nomination of Courtney T. Tripp, to
be Colonel.

Army nomination of Tam Bui, to be Major.

Marine Corps nominations beginning with
Justin J. Anderson and ending with Robert
C. Zyla, which nominations were received by
the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on January 18, 2018.

Marine Corps nominations beginning with
Armando Acosta, Jr. and ending with Roger
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M. Wood, which nominations were received
by the Senate and appeared in the Congres-
sional Record on January 18, 2018.

Marine Corps nomination of James B.
Thompson, to be Lieutenant Colonel.

Marine Corps nomination of Jon C. Peter-
son, to be Major.

Navy nomination of Jason A. Parish, to be
Captain.

Navy nomination of Hisham K. Semaan, to
be Lieutenant Commander.

Navy nomination of Thomas A. Esparza, to
be Captain.

Navy nomination of Justin S. Heitman, to
be Lieutenant Commander.

Navy nomination of Brian P. Walsh, to be
Commander.

Navy nomination of Justin M. Adcock, to
be Commander.

Navy nomination of Daniel A. Ward, to be
Lieutenant Commander.

Navy nomination of Robert M. Hess, to be
Lieutenant Commander.

Navy nomination of Samantha J. Savage,
to be Commander.

Navy nomination of Neil Partain, to be
Lieutenant Commander.

Navy nomination of Gabriel F. Santiago,
to be Lieutenant Commander.

Navy nominations beginning with Gregory
N. Anderson and ending with Jacob H. Webb,
which nominations were received by the Sen-
ate and appeared in the Congressional
Record on May 7, 2018.

Navy nomination of David A. Besachio, to
be Commander.

Navy nomination of Evan E. Werner, to be
Lieutenant Commander.

Navy nomination of Kevin B. Smith, to be
Lieutenant Commander.

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate.

(Nominations without an asterisk
were reported with the recommenda-
tion that they be confirmed.)

———

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself and Mr.
TESTER):

S. 2927. A bill to amend the Organic Foods
Production Act of 1990 to increase inter-
agency cooperation in the enforcement of
standards for importing organic agricultural
products, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry.

By Mrs. CAPITO (for herself and Mr.
HEINRICH):

S. 2928. A Dbill to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide coverage
under the Medicare program for FDA-ap-
proved qualifying colorectal cancer screen-
ing blood-based tests, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. MARKEY:

S. 2929. A bill to require the United States
Trade Representative to pursue a complaint
of anticompetitive practices against certain
oil exporting countries; to the Committee on
Finance.

By Mrs. ERNST (for herself,
LANKFORD, and Mr. PERDUE):

S. 2930. A bill to provide that Congress may
not recess, adjourn, or consider other mat-
ters after August 1 of any year if Congress

Mr.
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has not approved a concurrent resolution on
the budget and passed the regular appropria-
tions bills with respect to the next fiscal
year; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Ms.
MURKOWSKI, and Ms. HASSAN):

S. 2931. A bill to develop national mile-
stones to measure success in curtailing the
opioid epidemic; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself and Mr.
BLUMENTHAL):

S. 2932. A bill to strengthen protections re-
lating to the online collection, use, and dis-
closure of personal information of children
and minors, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Commerce, Science, and
Transportation.

By Mr. WYDEN:

S. 2933. A bill to amend title 17, United
States Code, to clarify ownership with re-
spect to certain copyrights, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary.

By Mr. NELSON (for himself and Mr.
BLUMENTHAL):

S. 2934. A bill to increase the recruitment
and retention of school-based mental health
services providers by low-income local edu-
cational agencies; to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions.

By Mrs. SHAHEEN:

S. 2935. A bill to prioritize and support the
Human Intervention Motivation Study
(HIMS) program for flight crewmembers and
the Flight Attendant Drug and Alcohol Pro-
gram (FADAP) for flight attendants, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation.

By Mr. THUNE:

S. 2936. A bill to improve soil moisture and
precipitation monitoring, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources.

By Ms. SMITH (for herself, Mr. BEN-
NET, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BOOKER,
Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Ms. DUCKWORTH,
Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms.
HARRIS, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms. HIRONO,
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. MERKLEY,
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. REED, Mr. SAND-
ERS, Mr. UDALL, Ms. WARREN, Mr.
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WYDEN, and Mr.
KAINE):

S. 2937. A bill to protect children affected
by immigration enforcement actions; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SASSE (for himself, Ms.
HEITKAMP, Mr. HOEVEN, Mr. MORAN,
Mr. TESTER, Mr. JONES, Mrs. ERNST,
Mr. RUBIO, Ms. SMITH, Mr. PAUL, and
Mr. ROBERTS):

S. 2938. A bill to require the Secretary of
Transportation to modify provisions relating
to hours of service requirements with respect
to transportation of livestock and insects,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Commerce, Science, and Transportation.

By Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, Mr.
GRASSLEY, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. GRAHAM,
and Mr. BLUMENTHAL):

S. 2939. A Dbill to amend title 18, United
States Code, to prohibit the establishment of
a corporation to conceal election contribu-
tions and donations by foreign nationals; to
the Committee on Rules and Administration.

By Mr. SCOTT (for himself, Mr. CASEY,
Mr. WYDEN, Mr. BENNET, and Mr.
GRAHAM):

S. 2940. A bill to provide for the consider-
ation of a definition of anti-Semitism for the
enforcement of Federal antidiscrimination
laws concerning education programs or ac-
tivities; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions.
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By Mr. THUNE:

S. 2941. A bill to improve the Cooperative
Observer Program of the National Weather
Service, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation.

By Mrs. HYDE-SMITH:

S. 2942. A bill to amend the Migratory Bird
Treaty Act to establish January 31 of each
year as the Federal closing date for duck
hunting season and to establish special duck
hunting days for youths, veterans, and active
military personnel, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works.

By Mr. DAINES (for himself, Mr.
CRAPO, Mr. THUNE, Mr. ROUNDS, and
Mr. RISCH):

S. 2943. A Dbill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to exempt Indian tribal
governments and other tribal entities from
the employer health coverage mandate dur-
ing the time the employer health coverage
mandate exists; to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr.
JONES, and Mrs. MCCASKILL):

S. 2944. A Dbill to limit the printing of the
Congressional Record and the Senate Cal-
endars, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration.

By Mr. MERKLEY:

S.J. Res. 61. A joint resolution to authorize
the use of military force in Iraq and Afghani-
stan against the Taliban, al Qaeda, and the
Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant in order
to protect the United States, its territories,
and the homeland from attack; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

———

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mrs.
FEINSTEIN):

S. Res. 520. A resolution recognizing and
commending the contributions of Li Ka-
shing in global business leadership and phi-
lanthropy upon his retirement from a 78-year
professional career; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

By Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr.
CRUZ, Mr. MCCONNELL, Mr. SCHUMER,
Mr. ALEXANDER, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr.
BARRASSO, Mr. BENNET, Mr.
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. BLUNT, Mr. BOOK-
ER, Mr. BOOZMAN, Mr. BROWN, Mr.
BURR, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs. CAPITO,
Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CARPER, Mr. CASEY,
Mr. CASSIDY, Ms. COLLINS, Mr. COONS,
Mr. CORKER, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Mr.
COTTON, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DAINES, Mr.
DONNELLY, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. DUR-
BIN, Mr. ENZI, Mrs. ERNST, Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN, Mrs. FISCHER, Mr. FLAKE, Mr.
GARDNER, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. GRA-
HAM, Mr. GRASSLEY, Ms. HARRIS, Ms.
HASSAN, Mr. HATCH, Mr. HEINRICH,
Ms. HEITKAMP, Mr. HELLER, Ms.
HIRONO, Mr. HOEVEN, Mrs. HYDE-
SMITH, Mr. INHOFE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr.
JOHNSON, Mr. JONES, Mr. KAINE, Mr.
KENNEDY, Mr. KING, Ms. KLOBUCHAR,
Mr. LANKFORD, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEE,
Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. MARKEY, Mr.
McCAIN, Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr.
MENENDEZ, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr. MORAN,
Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. MURPHY, Mrs.
MURRAY, Mr. NELSON, Mr. PAUL, Mr.
PERDUE, Mr. PETERS, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. REED, Mr. RISCH, Mr. ROBERTS,
Mr. RouNDS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. SANDERS,
Mr. SASSE, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. SCOTT,
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Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mr. SHELBY, Ms.
SMITH, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. SULLIVAN,
Mr. TESTER, Mr. THUNE, Mr. TILLIS,
Mr. TOOMEY, Mr. UDALL, Mr. VAN
HOLLEN, Mr. WARNER, Ms. WARREN,
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. WICKER, Mr.
WYDEN, and Mr. YOUNG):

S. Res. 521. A resolution condemning the
horrific attack in Santa Fe, Texas, and ex-
pressing support and prayers for all of those
impacted by the tragedy; considered and

agreed to.
———
ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS
S. 339

At the request of Mr. NELSON, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Ms.
DUCKWORTH) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 339, a bill to amend title 10,
United States Code, to repeal the re-
quirement for reduction of survivor an-
nuities under the Survivor Benefit
Plan by veterans’ dependency and in-
demnity compensation, and for other
purposes.

S. 379

At the request of Mr. WHITEHOUSE,
the names of the Senator from New
Jersey (Mr. BOOKER) and the Senator
from Maine (Ms. COLLINS) were added
as cosponsors of S. 379, a bill to amend
title II of the Social Security Act to
eliminate the five month waiting pe-
riod for disability insurance benefits
under such title for individuals with
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis.

S. 1022

At the request of Mr. ISAKSON, the
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1022, a bill to amend the
Public Health Service Act to facilitate
assignment of military trauma care
providers to civilian trauma centers in
order to maintain military trauma
readiness and to support such centers,
and for other purposes.

S. 1152

At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the
name of the Senator from New Jersey
(Mr. MENENDEZ) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1152, a bill to create protec-
tions for depository institutions that
provide financial services to cannabis-
related businesses, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 1333

At the request of Ms. SMITH, her
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
1333, a bill to provide for rental assist-
ance for homeless or at-risk Indian vet-
erans.

S. 1539

At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the
name of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1539, a bill to protect vic-
tims of stalking from gun violence.

S. 1589

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Ms. HEITKAMP) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1589, a bill to amend the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and the
Small Business Act to expand the
availability of employee stock owner-
ship plans in S corporations, and for
other purposes.
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S. 1689
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 1689, a bill to amend the Controlled
Substances Act to provide for a new
rule regarding the application of the
Act to marihuana, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 1712
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1712, a bill to amend the
Higher Education Act of 1965 to provide
for the automatic recertification of in-
come for income-driven repayment
plans, and for other purposes.
S. 1738
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the
name of the Senator from Oklahoma
(Mr. LANKFORD) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1738, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to
provide for a home infusion therapy
services temporary transitional pay-
ment under the Medicare program.
S. 2076
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
name of the Senator from Minnesota
(Ms. SMITH) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2076, a bill to amend the Public
Health Service Act to authorize the ex-
pansion of activities related to Alz-
heimer’s disease, cognitive decline, and
brain health under the Alzheimer’s Dis-
ease and Healthy Aging Program, and
for other purposes.
S. 2128
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the
name of the Senator from Montana
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2128, a bill to improve the coordi-
nation and use of geospatial data.
S. 2143
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the
name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr.
KAINE) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2143, a bill to amend the National
Labor Relations Act to strengthen pro-
tections for employees wishing to advo-
cate for improved wages, hours, or
other terms or conditions of employ-
ment, to expand coverage under such
Act, to provide a process for achieving
initial collective bargaining agree-
ments, and to provide for stronger rem-
edies for interference with these rights,
and for other purposes.
S. 2341
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the
name of the Senator from California
(Ms. HARRIS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2341, a bill to amend title 38,
United States Code, to improve the
processing of veterans benefits by the
Department of Veterans Affairs, to
limit the authority of the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs to recover overpay-
ments made by the Department and
other amounts owed by veterans to the
United States, to improve the due proc-
ess accorded veterans with respect to
such recovery, and for other purposes.
S. 2380
At the request of Mr. HELLER, the
name of the Senator from Texas (Mr.
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CORNYN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2380, a bill to amend the Immigration
and Nationality Act with respect to
aliens associated with criminal gangs,
and for other purposes.
S. 2460
At the request of Mr. BENNET, the
name of the Senator from Rhode Island
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2460, a bill to amend title
XVIII of the Social Security Act to re-
quire e-prescribing for coverage under
part D of the Medicare program of pre-
scription drugs that are controlled sub-
stances.
S. 2497
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the
names of the Senator from Arizona
(Mr. FLAKE) and the Senator from
Pennsylvania (Mr. TOOMEY) were added
as cosponsors of S. 2497, a bill to amend
the Foreign Assistance Act of 1961 and
the Arms Export Control Act to make
improvements to certain defense and
security assistance provisions and to
authorize the appropriations of funds
to Israel, and for other purposes.
S. 2506
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2506, a bill to establish an
aviation maintenance workforce devel-
opment pilot program.
S. 2542
At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
the name of the Senator from Wash-
ington (Mrs. MURRAY) was added as a
cosponsor of S. 2542, a bill to amend
part B of the Individuals with Disabil-
ities Education Act to provide full Fed-
eral funding of such part.
S. 2621
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the
name of the Senator from Michigan
(Ms. STABENOW) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2621, a bill to amend the Occu-
pational Safety and Health Act of 1970
to expand coverage under the Act, to
increase protections for  whistle-
blowers, to increase penalties for high
gravity violations, to adjust penalties
for inflation, to provide rights for vic-
tims or their family members, and for
other purposes.
S. 2652
At the request of Mr. CASSIDY, the
name of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. BURR) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 26562, a bill to award a Congres-
sional Gold Medal to Stephen Michael
Gleason.
S. 2667
At the request of Mr. MCCONNELL,
the name of the Senator from Virginia
(Mr. WARNER) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2667, a bill to amend the Agricul-
tural Marketing Act of 1946 to provide
for State and Tribal regulation of hemp
production, and for other purposes.
S. 2712
At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the
names of the Senator from Iowa (Mr.
GRASSLEY) and the Senator from Mis-
souri (Mrs. MCCASKILL) were added as
cosponsors of S. 2712, a bill to amend
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the National Agricultural Research,
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of
1977 to establish a farm and ranch
stress assistance network, and for
other purposes.
S. 2801
At the request of Ms. WARREN, the
name of the Senator from North Da-
kota (Mr. HOEVEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2801, a bill to amend title
10, United States Code, to clarify the
effective date of the promotion of com-
missioned officers of the Army Na-
tional Guard and Air National Guard,
to improve processes for Federal rec-
ognition of the promotions of such offi-
cers, and for other purposes.
S. 2810
At the request of Mr. SANDERS, the
name of the Senator from Connecticut
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2810, a bill to amend the
National Labor Relations Act to estab-
lish an efficient system to enable em-
ployees to form, join, or assist labor or-
ganizations, and for other purposes.
S. 2823
At the request of Mr. HATCH, the
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr.
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 2823, a bill to modernize copyright
law, and for other purposes.
S. 2835
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Mr.
SCHATZ), the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. WHITEHOUSE), the Senator
from Rhode Island (Mr. REED) and the
Senator from Wyoming (Mr. ENZI) were
added as cosponsors of S. 2835, a bill to
require a study of the well-being of the
newsprint and publishing industry in
the United States, and for other pur-
poses.
S. 2837
At the request of Ms. HASSAN, the
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mr.
GRASSLEY) was added as a cosponsor of
S. 2837, a bill to improve the systems
for identifying the diversion of con-
trolled substances.
S. 2839
At the request of Mr. VAN HOLLEN,
the name of the Senator from Oregon
(Mr. WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2839, a bill to amend the Food, Ag-
riculture, Conservation, and Trade Act
of 1990 to improve assistance for so-
cially disadvantaged farmers and
ranchers and veteran farmers and
ranchers, and for other purposes.
S. 2842
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the
name of the Senator from Ohio (Mr.
BROWN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
2842, a bill to prohibit the marketing of
bogus opioid treatment programs or
products.
S. 2857
At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the
name of the Senator from Alaska (Ms.
MURKOWSKI) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2857, a bill to designate the Nordic
Museum in Seattle, Washington, as the
“‘National Nordic Museum”, and for
other purposes.
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S. 2863

At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the
name of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2863, a bill to require the
Secretary of the Treasury to mint a
coin in commemoration of the opening
of the National Law Enforcement Mu-
seum in the District of Columbia, and
for other purposes.

S. 2865

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the
name of the Senator from Rhode Island
(Mr. WHITEHOUSE) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2865, a bill to ensure that
certain materials used in carrying out
Federal infrastructure aid programs
are made in the United States, and for
other purposes.

S. 2881

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the
name of the Senator from California
(Ms. HARRIS) was added as a cosponsor
of S. 2881, a bill to direct the Secretary
of Veterans Affairs to seek to enter
into an agreement with the city of
Vallejo, California, for the transfer of
Mare Island Naval Cemetery in Vallejo,
California, and for other purposes.

S. 2906

At the request of Mr. MANCHIN, the
names of the Senator from New York
(Mrs. GILLIBRAND) and the Senator
from Pennsylvania (Mr. CASEY) were
added as cosponsors of S. 2906, a bill to
establish a permanent community care
program for veterans, to improve the
recruitment of health care providers of
the Department of Veterans Affairs, to
improve construction by the Depart-
ment, and for other purposes.

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, her
name was added as a cosponsor of S.
2906, supra.

S. CON. RES. 6

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the
name of the Senator from Nevada (Mr.
HELLER) was added as a cosponsor of S.
Con. Res. 6, a concurrent resolution
supporting the Local Radio Freedom
Act.

S. CON. RES. 7

At the request of Mr. ROBERTS, the
name of the Senator from Illinois (Ms.
DUCKWORTH) was added as a cosponsor
of S. Con. Res. 7, a concurrent resolu-
tion expressing the sense of Congress
that tax-exempt fraternal benefit soci-
eties have historically provided and
continue to provide critical benefits to
the people and communities of the
United States.

S. RES. 346

At the request of Mr. JOHNSON, the
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr.
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S.
Res. 346, a resolution recognizing the
importance and effectiveness of trau-
ma-informed care.

———

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS

By Mr. WYDEN:
S. 2933. A bill to amend title 17,
United States Code, to clarify owner-
ship with respect to certain copyrights,
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and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, we in
Congress are tasked in the Constitu-
tion with promoting science and the
useful arts through giving authors and
inventors the exclusive right to their
writings and discoveries for a limited
time. The first copyright act provided
that the ‘“limited time” would be a
term of protection of 14 years, renew-
able once. Since that time, the copy-
right term has exploded to 95, or 120
years, or 70 years after the death of the
artist, depending on the circumstance.
I have serious concerns that these
lengthy terms tip the balance toward
limiting rather than promoting cre-
ativity and innovation. Unfortunately,
a bill—the CLASSICS Act—currently
under consideration in the Judiciary
Committee blows past current U.S.
copyright term to provide a windfall to
a select few.

The CLASSICS Act (Compensating
Legacy Artists for their Songs, Serv-
ice, and Important Contributions to
Society Act) would give up to 144 of ex-
clusive copyright protection for digital
transmissions of pre-1972 sound record-
ings. Not only that, but it would create
a hodge-podge of State and Federal
rights, basically cherry-picking the
most valuable right under the Federal
regime and leaving the rest to be gov-
erned by States. This means that if a
library wants to make a copy of a re-
cording, and then digitally transmit
that copy, it would have to navigate
two different regimes—creating more
uncertainty, not less.

That is why, today, I am introducing
the ACCESS to Recordings Act. It
would give artists the full suite of Fed-
eral rights, as well as the uniformity
and certainty that goes with the Fed-
eral copyright system. Along with that
comes the exceptions and limitations,
including those that enable archivists
to preserve recordings, many of which
are starting to degrade in their origi-
nal physical medium and urgently need
to be digitally preserved. In addition, it
provides the same term available to
post-72 recordings—95 years from publi-
cation. Let’s be clear that is a signifi-
cant term of protection. A song re-
corded in 1960 will enjoy protection
until 205656—37 years from now.

I hope that someday, in the not too
distant future, my colleagues and I can
sit down and talk about real copyright
reform, but in the meantime, we
shouldn’t be expanding term and mak-
ing it more difficult for users of the
copyright system—including both art-
ists and the public—to navigate their
rights and obligations. What I suggest
instead is a straight-forward applica-
tion of the Federal rules that apply to
post-1972 recordings to those created
before that time. We must remember
that copyright is for the public inter-
est, not just for the enrichment of
large corporations. That is why I am
introducing the ACCESS to Recordings
Act.
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By Mr. DAINES (for himself, Mr.
CRAPO, Mr. THUNE, Mr. ROUNDS,
and Mr. RISCH):

S. 2943. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 to exempt Indian
tribal governments and other tribal en-
tities from the employer health cov-
erage mandate during the time the em-
ployer health coverage mandate exists;
to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. DAINES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the text of
the bill was ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

S. 2943

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Tribal Em-
ployment and Jobs Protection Act’’.

SEC. 2. EXEMPTION OF INDIAN TRIBAL GOVERN-
MENTS FROM EMPLOYER MANDATE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Paragraph (2) of section
4980H(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subparagraph:

“(G) CERTAIN INDIAN EMPLOYERS.—The
term ‘applicable large employer’ does not in-
clude—

‘(i) any Indian tribal government (as de-
fined in section 7701(a)(40)), a subdivision of
an Indian tribal government (determined in
accordance with section 7871(d)), or an agen-
cy or instrumentality of an Indian tribal
government or subdivision thereof,

‘“(ii) any tribal organization (as defined in
section 4(1) of the Indian Self-Determination
and Education Assistance Act),

‘‘(iii) any corporation if more than 50 per-
cent (determined by vote and value) of the
outstanding stock of such corporation is
owned, directly or indirectly, by any entity
described in clause (i) or (ii), or

‘“(iv) any partnership if more than 50 per-
cent of the value of the capital and profits
interests of such partnership are owned, di-
rectly or indirectly, by any entity described
in clause (i) or (ii).”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment
made by this section shall apply to calendar
years beginning after December 31, 2014.

————

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS

SENATE RESOLUTION 520—RECOG-
NIZING AND COMMENDING THE
CONTRIBUTIONS OF LI KA-SHING
IN GLOBAL BUSINESS LEADER-
SHIP AND PHILANTHROPY UPON
HIS RETIREMENT FROM A 78-
YEAR PROFESSIONAL CAREER

Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mrs.
FEINSTEIN) submitted the following res-
olution; which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations:

S. RES. 520

Whereas Congress has recognized examples
of corporate statesmanship and philanthropy
in an effort to encourage similar engagement
within the United States and abroad;

Whereas Li Ka-shing was the chairman of
the CK Group of Companies, a multinational
corporation with 310,000 employees operating
in 57 countries around the world;

Whereas Li Ka-shing has dedicated his life
not only to the success of the CK Group of
Companies, but also to improving the wel-
fare of all of humanity;
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Whereas, at the age of 12, L.i Ka-shing was
forced to leave school to provide for his fam-
ily following the death of his father from tu-
berculosis, and later became the wealthiest
individual in Asia;

Whereas the business philosophy of Li Ka-
shing reflects his belief in the importance of
cooperation and contribution from allies,
partners, and employees;

Whereas Li Ka-shing believes and has
taught that an equitable society can only be
achieved if individuals are willing to do their
part to build a more caring society;

Whereas, in 1980, Li Ka-shing established
the Li Ka Shing Foundation to nurture a cul-
ture of giving and to foster creativity, con-
structive engagement, and sustainability;

Whereas, to date, Li Ka-shing, through the
Li Ka Shing Foundation and the CK Group of
Companies, has given some $3,000,000,000 to
support critical programs that transcend na-
tional boundaries, governments, ethnicities,
religions, and politics;

Whereas the philanthropy of Li Ka-shing
includes donations to children’s health and
resources centers, cancer research centers,
and major medical and bioscience research
facilities at Stanford University, the Univer-
sity of California, Berkeley, and the Univer-
sity of California, San Francisco,

Whereas Li Ka-shing has given billions of
dollars to combat hepatitis, avian flu, and
hereditary and degenerative diseases;

Whereas Li Ka-shing has funded scholar-
ships at the University of Utah, Utah Valley
University, and schools throughout Canada,
Asia, and Europe;

Whereas the philanthropy of Li Ka-shing
has—

(1) created a free hospice program through-
out China;

(2) built hospitals; and

(3) provided medical services—

(A) to correct cataracts;

(B) to help children with cleft lips and
palates; and

(C) to install prosthetics for amputees;

Whereas Li Ka-shing has developed a mon-
astery as a modern institute for Buddhist
education to spread peace and harmony;

Whereas Li Ka-shing has brought relief to
victims of tsunamis in American Samoa and
Indonesia, as well as earthquakes around the
world;

Whereas Li Ka-shing has established
Shantou University, the only privately fund-
ed public university in the world, to provide
open enrollment to students across China,
regardless of their means;

Whereas, in his historic ‘“My Third Son”
speech, Li Ka-shing articulated his philos-
ophy that his fellow man is as much a part
of his family as are his sons, Victor and
Richard;

Whereas the ‘“My Third Son’ speech has
been referenced by other philanthropists,
such as Warren Buffett;

Whereas the concept of the “Third Son’ of
Li Ka-shing has been mentioned in ‘‘The
Chronicle of Philanthropy’” and cited in the
context of honors Li Ka-shing has received,
such as the inaugural Malcolm S. Forbes
Lifetime Achievement Award, the Carnegie
Medal of Philanthropy, the Knight Com-
mander of the Order of the British Empire,
the Commandeur, Légion d’honneur in
France, and the Grand Bauhinia Medal in
Hong Kong; and

Whereas Li Ka-shing has retired as Chair-
man of CK Group of Companies: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) commends Li Ka-shing for his global
business leadership and service to humanity
through the advancement of philanthropy;

(2) congratulates Li Ka-shing as he for-
mally retires as chairman of the CK Group of
Companies on May 10, 2018; and
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(3) respectfully requests that the Secretary
of the Senate transmit a copy of this resolu-
tion to Li Ka-shing.

———

SENATE RESOLUTION  521—CON-
DEMNING THE HORRIFIC ATTACK
IN SANTA FE, TEXAS, AND EX-
PRESSING SUPPORT AND PRAY-
ERS FOR ALL OF THOSE IM-
PACTED BY THE TRAGEDY

Mr. CORNYN (for himself, Mr. CRUZ,
Mr. McCCONNELL, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr.
ALEXANDER, Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. BAR-
RASSO, Mr. BENNET, Mr. BLUMENTHAL,
Mr. BLUNT, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. BOOZMAN,
Mr. BROWN, Mr. BURR, Ms. CANTWELL,
Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. CARDIN, Mr. CARPER,
Mr. CASEY, Mr. CASSIDY, Ms. COLLINS,
Mr. CooNs, Mr. CORKER, Ms. CORTEZ
MASTO, Mr. COTTON, Mr. CRAPO, Mr.
DAINES, Mr. DONNELLY, Ms.
DUCKWORTH, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. ENZI,
Mrs. ERNST, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mrs.
FISCHER, Mr. FLAKE, Mr. GARDNER,
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr.
GRASSLEY, Ms. HARRIS, Ms. HASSAN,
Mr. HATCH, Mr. HEINRICH, Ms.
HEITKAMP, Mr. HELLER, Ms. HIRONO,
Mr. HOEVEN, Mrs. HYDE-SMITH, Mr.
INHOFE, Mr. ISAKSON, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr.
JONES, Mr. KAINE, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr.
KiNGg, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mr. LANKFORD,
Mr. LEAHY, Mr. LEE, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr.
MARKEY, Mr. MCCAIN, Mrs. MCCASKILL,
Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. MERKLEY, Mr.
MORAN, Ms. MURKOWSKI, Mr. MURPHY,
Mrs. MURRAY, Mr. NELSON, Mr. PAUL,
Mr. PERDUE, Mr. PETERS, Mr. PORTMAN,
Mr. REED, Mr. RISCH, Mr. ROBERTS, Mr.
ROUNDS, Mr. RUBIO, Mr. SANDERS, Mr.
SASSE, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. ScoTT, Mrs.
SHAHEEN, Mr. SHELBY, Ms. SMITH, Ms.
STABENOW, Mr. SULLIVAN, Mr. TESTER,
Mr. THUNE, Mr. TiLLIS, Mr. TOOMEY,
Mr. UDALL, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. WAR-
NER, Ms. WARREN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr.
WICKER, Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. YOUNG)
submitted the following resolution;
which was considered and agreed to:

S. RES. 521

Whereas on May 18, 2018, a mass shooting
took place at Santa Fe High School in Santa
Fe, Texas;

Whereas the people of the United States
mourn the 10 innocent lives that were lost at
Santa Fe High School in this unthinkable
tragedy;

Whereas the people of the United States
continue to pray for those who were wounded
in the attack and are now recovering;

Whereas law enforcement personnel and
first responders performed their duties admi-
rably during the attack and risked their
lives for the safety of the students of Santa
Fe High School; and

Whereas the people of the United States
are grateful for the quick action of first re-
sponders who cared for the injured: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Senate—

(1) condemns the senseless attack at Santa
Fe High School in Santa Fe, Texas, that
took place on Friday, May 18, 2018;

(2) honors the memories of the victims
that were killed;

(3) expresses hope for a full and speedy re-
covery and pledges continued support for
people who were injured in the attack;

(4) offers heartfelt condolences and deepest
sympathies to all of the students, teachers,
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administrators, and faculty of Santa Fe High
School, as well as the families, friends, and
loved ones affected by the tragedy; and

(5) honors the selfless and dedicated serv-
ice of—

(A) the teachers, school administrators,
school support staff, medical professionals,
and other individuals in the Galveston Coun-
ty community;

(B) the emergency response teams and law
enforcement officials who responded to the
call of duty; and

(C) the law enforcement officials who con-
tinue to investigate the attack.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 2267. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. CAS-
SIDY) proposed an amendment to the bill S.
916, to provide for the delivery of a con-
trolled substance by a pharmacy to an ad-
ministering practitioner.

SA 2268. Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. CASs-
SIDY) proposed an amendment to the bill S.
916, supra.

———

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 2267. Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr.
CASSIDY) proposed an amendment to
the bill S. 916, to provide for the deliv-
ery of a controlled substance by a phar-
macy to an administering practitioner;
as follows:

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Ensuring
Patient Access to Substance Use Disorder
Treatments Act of 2018”".

SEC. 2. DELIVERY OF A CONTROLLED SUB-
STANCE BY A PHARMACY TO BE AD-
MINISTERED BY INJECTION OR IM-
PLANTATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Controlled Sub-
stances Act is amended by inserting after
section 309 (21 U.S.C. 829) the following:
“DELIVERY OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE BY A

PHARMACY TO AN ADMINISTERING PRACTI-

TIONER

“SEC. 309A. (a) IN GENERAL.—Notwith-
standing section 102(10), a pharmacy may de-
liver a controlled substance to a practitioner
in accordance with a prescription that meets
the requirements of this title and the regula-
tions issued by the Attorney General under
this title, for the purpose of administering of
the controlled substance by the practitioner
if—

‘(1) the controlled substance is delivered
by the pharmacy to the prescribing practi-
tioner or the practitioner administering the
controlled substance, as applicable, at the
location listed on the practitioner’s certifi-
cate of registration issued under this title;

‘“(2) in the case of administering of the
controlled substance for the purpose of main-
tenance or detoxification treatment under
section 303(g)(2)—

““(A) the practitioner who issued the pre-
scription is a qualifying practitioner author-
ized under, and acting within the scope of
that section; and

‘(B) the controlled substance is to be ad-
ministered by injection or implantation;

‘“(3) the pharmacy and the practitioner are
authorized to conduct the activities specified
in this section under the law of the State in
which such activities take place;

‘“(4) the prescription is not issued to supply
any practitioner with a stock of controlled
substances for the purpose of general dis-
pensing to patients;

‘“(b) except as provided in subsection (b),
the controlled substance is to be adminis-
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tered only to the patient named on the pre-
scription not later than 14 days after the
date of receipt of the controlled substance by
the practitioner; and

‘(6) notwithstanding any exceptions under
section 307, the prescribing practitioner, and
the practitioner administering the con-
trolled substance, as applicable, maintain
complete and accurate records of all con-
trolled substances delivered, received, ad-
ministered, or otherwise disposed of under
this section, including the persons to whom
controlled substances were delivered and
such other information as may be required
by regulations of the Attorney General.

‘“(b) MODIFICATION OF NUMBER OF DAYS BE-
FORE WHICH CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE SHALL
BE ADMINISTERED.—

(1) INITIAL 2-YEAR PERIOD.—During the 2-
year period beginning on the date of enact-
ment of this section, the Attorney General,
in coordination with the Secretary, may re-
duce the number of days described in sub-
section (a)(b) if the Attorney General deter-
mines that such reduction will—

‘“(A) reduce the risk of diversion; or

“(B) protect the public health.

‘“(2) MODIFICATIONS AFTER SUBMISSION OF
REPORT.—After the date on which the report
described in subsection (¢) is submitted, the
Attorney General, in coordination with the
Secretary, may modify the number of days
described in subsection (a)(5).

¢(3) MINIMUM NUMBER OF DAYS.—Any modi-
fication under this subsection shall be for a
period of not less than 7 days.” .

(b) STUDY AND REPORT.—Not later than 2
years after the date of enactment of this sec-
tion, the Comptroller General of the United
States shall conduct a study and submit to
Congress a report on access to and potential
diversion of controlled substances adminis-
tered by injection or implantation.

(c) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of contents for the Com-
prehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Con-
trol Act of 1970 is amended by inserting after
the item relating to section 309 the fol-
lowing:

“Sec. 309A. Delivery of a controlled sub-
stance by a pharmacy to an ad-
ministering practitioner.”.

SA 2268. Mr. McCONNELL (for Mr.
CASSIDY) proposed an amendment to
the bill S. 916, to provide for the deliv-
ery of a controlled substance by a phar-
macy to an administering practitioner;
as follows:

Amend the title so as to read: ‘“To amend
the Controlled Substances Act to provide for
the delivery of a controlled substance by a
pharmacy to an administering practi-

tioner.”.
————
AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. President, I have
T requests for committees to meet dur-
ing today’s session of the Senate. They
have the approval of the Majority and
Minority leaders.

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session
of the Senate:

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES

The Committee on Armed Services is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, May 23,
2018, at 9:30 a m. to conduct a hearing.
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COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN
AFFAIRS

The Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs is authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on Wednesday, May 23, 2018, at 10 a.m.
to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Ten
years of Conservatorship: the Statue of
the Housing Finance System.”’

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR,

AND PENSIONS

The Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions is author-
ized to meet during the session of the
Senate on Wednesday, May 23, 2018, at
10 a.m. to conduct a hearing.

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of
the Senate on Wednesday, May 23, 2018,
at 2:30 p.m. to conduct a hearing on the
following nominations: Emory A.
Rounds III, of Maine, to be Director of
the Office of Government Ethics, Kelly
Higashi, to be an Associate Judge of
the Superior Court of the District of
Columbia, and Frederick M. Nutt, of
Virginia, to be Controller, Office of
Federal Financial Management, Office
of Management and Budget.

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

The Committee on the Judiciary is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, May 23,
2018, at 10 a.m. to conduct a hearing on
the following nominations: Britt Cagle
Grant, of Georgia, to be United States
Circuit Judge for the Eleventh Circuit,
Allen Cothrel Winsor, to be United
States District Judge for the Northern
District of Florida, Patrick R. Wyrick,
to be United States District Judge for
the Western District of Oklahoma, and
Edward W. Felten, of New Jersey, and
Jane Nitze, of the District of Columbia,
both to be a Member of the Privacy and
Civil Liberties Oversight Board.

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING

The Special Committee on Aging of
the Committee on Armed Services is
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Wednesday, May 23,
2018, at 2 p.m. to conduct a hearing en-
titled ““‘Preventing and Treating Opioid
Misuse Among Older Americans.”

SUBCOMMITTEE ON BORDER SECURITY AND

IMMIGRATION

The Subcommittee on Border Secu-
rity and Immigration of the Com-
mittee on Armed Services is authorized
to meet during the session of the Sen-
ate on Wednesday, May 23, 2018, at 2:30
p.m. to conduct a hearing entitled
“TVPRA and Exploited Loopholes Af-
fecting Unaccompanied Alien Chil-
dren.”

———

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that Katie Stana, a
Pearson foreign policy fellow in my of-
fice, be granted floor privileges for the
remainder of the year.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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DIRECTING THE SECRETARY OF
THE SENATE TO MAKE A COR-
RECTION IN THE ENROLLMENT
OF THE BILL S. 2372

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of H. Con. Res. 121, which was re-
ceived from the House.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the concurrent resolu-
tion by title.

The bill clerk read as follows:

A concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 121)
directing the Secretary of the Senate to
make a correction in the enrollment of the
bill S. 2372.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the concurrent
resolution.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the reso-
lution be agreed to and the motion to
reconsider be considered made and laid
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The concurrent resolution (H. Con.
Res. 121) was agreed to.

PROTECTING PATIENT ACCESS TO
EMERGENCY MEDICATIONS ACT
OF 2017

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 46, S. 916.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the bill by title.

The bill clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (8. 916) to amend the Controlled Sub-
stances Act with regard to the provision of
emergency medical services.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which
had been reported from the Committee
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions, with an amendment to strike all
after the enacting clause and insert in
lieu thereof the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Protecting Pa-
tient Access to Emergency Medications Act of
2017,

SEC. 2. EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES.

Section 303 of the Controlled Substances Act
21 U.S.C. 823) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub-
section (k); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (i) the fol-
lowing:

“(j) EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES THAT AD-
MINISTER CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES.—

““(1) REGISTRATION.—For the purpose of ena-
bling emergency medical services professionals
to administer controlled substances in schedule
11, 111, IV, or V to ultimate users receiving emer-
gency medical services in accordance with the
requirements of this subsection, the Attorney
General—

““(A) shall register an emergency medical serv-
ices agency if the agency submits an application
demonstrating it is authorized to conduct such
activity under the laws of each State in which
the agency practices; and

“(B) may deny an application for such reg-
istration if the Attorney General determines that
the issuance of such registration would be in-
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consistent with the requirements of this sub-
section or the public interest based on the fac-
tors listed in subsection (f).

““(2) OPTION FOR SINGLE REGISTRATION.—In
registering an emergency medical services agen-
cy pursuant to paragraph (1), the Attorney Gen-
eral shall allow such agency the option of a sin-
gle registration in each State where the agency
administers controlled substances in lieu of re-
quiring a separate registration for each location
of the emergency medical services agency.

““(3) HOSPITAL-BASED AGENCY.—If a hospital-
based emergency medical services agency is reg-
istered under subsection (f), the agency may use
the registration of the hospital to administer
controlled substances in accordance with this
subsection without being registered under this
subsection.

““(4) ADMINISTRATION OUTSIDE PHYSICAL PRES-
ENCE OF MEDICAL DIRECTOR OR AUTHORIZING
MEDICAL PROFESSIONAL.—Emergency medical
services professionals of a registered emergency
medical services agency may administer con-
trolled substances in schedule II, III, IV, or V
outside the physical presence of a medical direc-
tor or authorizing medical professional in the
course of providing emergency medical services
if the administration is—

‘““(A) authorized by the law of the State in
which it occurs; and

‘“(B) pursuant to—

‘(i) a standing order that is issued and adopt-
ed by one or more medical directors of the agen-
cy, including any such order that may be devel-
oped by a specific State authority; or

““(ii) a verbal order that is—

‘(1) issued in accordance with a policy of the
agency,; and

““(II) provided by a medical director or author-
izing medical professional in response to a re-
quest by the emergency medical services profes-
sional with respect to a specific patient—

“(aa) in the case of a mass casualty incident;
or

““(bb) to ensure the proper care and treatment
of a specific patient.

‘““(5) DELIVERY.—A registered emergency med-
ical services agency may deliver controlled sub-
stances from a registered location of the agency
to an unregistered location of the agency only
if—

‘““(A) the agency designates the unregistered
location for such delivery; and

‘““(B) notifies the Attorney General at least 30
days prior to first delivering controlled sub-
stances to the unregistered location.

““(6) STORAGE.—A registered emergency med-
ical services agency may store controlled sub-
stances—

““(A) at a registered location of the agency;

‘““(B) at any designated location of the agency
or in an emergency services vehicle situated at a
registered or designated location of the agency;
or

“(C) in an emergency medical services vehicle
used by the agency that is—

‘“(i) traveling from, or returning to, a reg-
istered or designated location of the agency in
the course of responding to an emergency; or

“‘(ii) otherwise actively in use by the agency
under circumstances that provide for security of
the controlled substances consistent with the re-
quirements established by regulations of the At-
torney General.

“(7) NO TREATMENT AS DISTRIBUTION.—The
delivery of controlled substances by a registered
emergency medical services agency pursuant to
this subsection shall not be treated as distribu-
tion for purposes of section 308.

““(8) RESTOCKING OF EMERGENCY MEDICAL
SERVICES VEHICLES AT A HOSPITAL.—Notwith-
standing paragraph (13)(J), a registered emer-
gency medical services agency may receive con-
trolled substances from a hospital for purposes
of restocking an emergency medical services ve-
hicle following an emergency response, and
without being subject to the requirements of sec-
tion 308, provided all of the following conditions
are satisfied:
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‘““(A) The registered or designated location of
the agency where the vehicle is primarily situ-
ated maintains a record of such receipt in ac-
cordance with paragraph (9).

‘““(B) The hospital maintains a record of such
delivery to the agency in accordance with sec-
tion 307.

‘““(C) If the vehicle is primarily situated at a
designated location, such location notifies the
registered location of the agency within 72
hours of the vehicle receiving the controlled sub-
stances.

““(9) MAINTENANCE OF RECORDS.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—A registered emergency
medical services agency shall maintain records
in accordance with subsections (a) and (b) of
section 307 of all controlled substances that are
received, administered, or otherwise disposed of
pursuant to the agency’s registration, without
regard to subsection 307(c)(1)(B).

‘““(B) REQUIREMENTS.—Such records—

““(i) shall include records of deliveries of con-
trolled substances between all locations of the
agency; and

‘“(ii) shall be maintained, whether electroni-
cally or otherwise, at each registered and des-
ignated location of the agency where the con-
trolled substances involved are received, admin-
istered, or otherwise disposed of.

‘““(10)) OTHER REQUIREMENTS.—A registered
emergency medical services agency, under the
supervision of a medical director, shall be re-
sponsible for ensuring that—

‘“(A) all emergency medical services profes-
sionals who administer controlled substances
using the agency’s registration act in accord-
ance with the requirements of this subsection;

‘““(B) the recordkeeping requirements of para-
graph (9) are met with respect to a registered lo-
cation and each designated location of the
agency;

“(C) the applicable physical security require-
ments established by regulation of the Attorney
General are complied with wherever controlled
substances are stored by the agency in accord-
ance with paragraph (6); and

‘““(D) the agency maintains, at a registered lo-
cation of the agency, a record of the standing
orders issued or adopted in accordance with
paragraph (9).

‘““(11) REGULATIONS.—The Attorney General
may issue regulations—

““(A) specifying, with regard to delivery of
controlled substances under paragraph (5)—

“(i) the types of locations that may be des-
ignated under such paragraph,; and

““(ii) the manner in which a notification under
paragraph (5)(B) must be made;

‘“‘(B) specifying, with regard to the storage of
controlled substances under paragraph (6), the
manner in which such substances must be stored
at registered and designated locations, including
in emergency medical service vehicles; and

“(C) addressing the ability of hospitals, emer-
gency medical services agencies, registered loca-
tions, and designated locations to deliver con-
trolled substances to each other in the event
of—

““(i) shortages of such substances;

““(ii) a public health emergency; or

““(iii) a mass casualty event.

‘““(12) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this subsection shall be construed—

““(A) to limit the authority vested in the Attor-
ney General by other provisions of this title to
take measures to prevent diversion of controlled
substances; or

““(B) to override the authority of any State to
regulate the provision of emergency medical
services consistent with this subsection.

‘“(13) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

“(A) The term ‘authorizing medical profes-
sional’ means an emergency or other physician,
or another medical professional (including an
advanced practice registered nurse or physician
assistant) who is—

““(i) registered under this Act;

“‘(ii) acting within the scope of the registra-
tion; and
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“‘(iii) whose scope of practice under a State li-
cense or certification includes the ability to pro-
vide verbal orders.

“(B) The term ‘designated location’ means a
location designated by an emergency medical
services agency under paragraph (5).

“(C) The term ‘emergency medical services’
means emergency medical response and emer-
gency mobile medical services provided outside
of a fixed medical facility.

‘“‘‘D) The term ‘emergency medical services
agency’ means an organization providing emer-
gency medical services, including such an orga-
nication that—

‘(1) is governmental (including fire-based and
hospital-based agencies), nongovernmental (in-
cluding hospital-based agencies), private, or vol-
unteer-based;

‘(i) provides emergency medical services by
ground, air, or otherwise; and

““(iii) is authorized by the State in which the
organization is providing such services to pro-
vide emergency medical care, including the ad-
ministering of controlled substances, to members
of the general public on an emergency basis.

‘“(E) The term ‘emergency medical Sservices
professional’ means a health care professional
(including a nurse, paramedic, or emergency
medical technician) licensed or certified by the
State in which the professional practices and
credentialed by a medical director of the respec-
tive emergency medical services agency to pro-
vide emergency medical services within the scope
of the professional’s State license or certifi-
cation.

“(F) The term ‘emergency medical services ve-
hicle’ means an ambulance, fire apparatus, su-
pervisor truck, or other vehicle used by an emer-
gency medical services agency for the purpose of
providing or facilitating emergency medical care
and transport or transporting controlled sub-
stances to and from the registered and des-
ignated locations.

‘“(G) The term ‘hospital-based’ means, with
respect to an agency, owned or operated by a
hospital.

“(H) The term ‘medical director’ means a phy-
sician who is registered under subsection (f) and
provides medical oversight for an emergency
medical services agency.

“(I) The term ‘medical oversight’ means super-
vision of the provision of medical care by an
emergency medical services agency.

“(J) The term ‘registered location’ means a lo-
cation that appears on the certificate of reg-
istration issued to an emergency medical serv-
ices agency under this subsection or subsection
(f), which shall be where the agency receives
controlled substances from distributors.

‘“(K) The term ‘registered emergency medical
services agency’ means—

“(i) an emergency medical Sservices agency
that is registered pursuant to this subsection; or

‘(i) a hospital-based emergency medical serv-
ices agency that is covered by the registration of
the hospital under subsection (f).

““(L) The term ‘specific State authority’ means
a governmental agency or other such authority,
including a regional oversight and coordinating
body, that, pursuant to State law or regulation,
develops clinical protocols regarding the deliv-
ery of emergency medical services in the geo-
graphic jurisdiction of such agency or authority
within the State that may be adopted by medical
directors.

“‘M) The term ‘standing order’ means a writ-
ten medical protocol in which a medical director
determines in advance the medical criteria that
must be met before administering controlled sub-
stances to individuals in need of emergency
medical services.

“(N) The term ‘verbal order’ means an oral di-
rective that is given through any method of
communication including by radio or telephone,
directly to an emergency medical services profes-
sional, to contemporaneously administer a con-
trolled substance to individuals in need of emer-
gency medical services outside the physical pres-
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ence of the medical director or authorizing med-

ical professional.”.

SEC. 3. DELIVERY OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE
BY A PHARMACY TO AN ADMIN-
ISTERING PRACTITIONER.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Controlled Substance
Act is amended by inserting after section 309 (21.
U.S.C. 829) the following:

“SEC. 309A. DELIVERY OF A CONTROLLED SUB-
STANCE BY A PHARMACY TO AN AD-
MINISTERING PRACTITIONER.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section
102(10), a pharmacy may deliver a controlled
substance to a practitioner in accordance with a
prescription that meets the requirements of this
Act and the regulations issued by the Attorney
General under this Act, for the purpose of ad-
ministering of the controlled substance by the
practitioner if—

“(1) the controlled substance is delivered by
the pharmacy to the prescribing practitioner or
the practitioner administering the controlled
substance, as applicable, at the location listed
on the practitioner’s certificate of registration
issued under this Act;

“(2)(A) in the case of administering of the
controlled substance for the purpose of mainte-
nance or detoxification treatment under section
303(9)(2)—

““(i) the practitioner who issued the prescrip-
tion is a qualifying practitioner authorized
under, and acting within the scope of that sec-
tion; and

“‘(ii) the controlled substance is to be adminis-
tered by injection, implantation, or through the
use of an intrathecal pump; or

‘““(B) in the case of administering of the con-
trolled substance for a purpose other than main-
tenance or detoxification treatment, the con-
trolled substance is to be administered by a
practitioner through wuse of an intrathecal
pump;

‘“(3) the pharmacy and the practitioner are
authoriced to conduct the activities specified in
this section under the law of the State in which
such activities take place;

““(4) the prescription is not issued to supply
any practitioner with a stock of controlled sub-
stances for the purpose of general dispensing to
patients;

““(5) except as provided in subsection (b), the
controlled substance is to be administered only
to the patient named on the prescription not
later than 14 days after the date of receipt of
the controlled substance by the practitioner;
and

“(6) notwithstanding any exceptions under
section 307, the prescribing practitioner, and the
practitioner administering the controlled sub-
stance, as applicable, maintain complete and ac-
curate records of all controlled substances deliv-
ered, received, administered, or otherwise dis-
posed of under this section, including the per-
sons to whom controlled substances were deliv-
ered and such other information as may be re-
quired by regulations of the Attorney General.

“(b) MODIFICATION OF NUMBER OF DAYS BE-
FORE WHICH CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE SHALL BE
ADMINISTERED.—

“(1) INITIAL 2-YEAR PERIOD.—During the 2-
year period beginning on the date of enactment
of this section, the Attorney General, in coordi-
nation with the Secretary, may reduce the num-
ber of days described in subsection (a)(5) if the
Attorney General determines that such reduc-
tion will—

““(A) reduce the risk of diversion; or

‘““(B) protect the public health.

““(2) MODIFICATIONS AFTER SUBMISSION OF RE-
PORT.—After the date on which the report de-
scribed in subsection (c) is submitted, the Attor-
ney General, in coordination with the Secretary,
may modify the number of days described in
subsection (a)(5).

“(3) MINIMUM NUMBER OF DAYS.—Any modi-
fication under this subsection shall be for a pe-
riod of not less than 7 days.

“(c) STUDY AND REPORT.—Not later than 2
years after the date of enactment of this section,
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the Comptroller General of the United States
shall conduct a study and submit to Congress a
report on access to and potential diversion of
controlled substances administered by injection,
implantation, or through the wuse of an
intrathecal pump.’’.

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of contents for the Com-
prehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Control
Act of 1970 is amended by inserting after the
item relating to section 309 the following:

“Sec. 309A. Delivery of a controlled substance
by a pharmacy to an admin-
istering practitioner.”.

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the com-
mittee-reported substitute amendment
be withdrawn, the Cassidy substitute
amendment at the desk be agreed to,
the bill, as amended, be considered
read a third time and passed, the Cas-
sidy title amendment be agreed to, and
the motions to reconsider be consid-
ered made and laid upon the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The committee-reported amendment
in the nature of a substitute was with-
drawn.

The amendment (No. 2267) in the na-
ture of a substitute was agreed to, as
follows:

(Purpose: In the nature of a substitute)

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following:

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Ensuring
Patient Access to Substance Use Disorder
Treatments Act of 2018”".

SEC. 2. DELIVERY OF A CONTROLLED SUB-
STANCE BY A PHARMACY TO BE AD-
MINISTERED BY INJECTION OR IM-
PLANTATION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Controlled Sub-
stances Act is amended by inserting after
section 309 (21 U.S.C. 829) the following:
“DELIVERY OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE BY A

PHARMACY TO AN ADMINISTERING PRACTI-

TIONER

“SEC. 309A. (a) IN GENERAL.—Notwith-
standing section 102(10), a pharmacy may de-
liver a controlled substance to a practitioner
in accordance with a prescription that meets
the requirements of this title and the regula-
tions issued by the Attorney General under
this title, for the purpose of administering of
the controlled substance by the practitioner
if—

‘(1) the controlled substance is delivered
by the pharmacy to the prescribing practi-
tioner or the practitioner administering the
controlled substance, as applicable, at the
location listed on the practitioner’s certifi-
cate of registration issued under this title;

‘(2) in the case of administering of the
controlled substance for the purpose of main-
tenance or detoxification treatment under
section 303(g)(2)—

““(A) the practitioner who issued the pre-
scription is a qualifying practitioner author-
ized under, and acting within the scope of
that section; and

‘“(B) the controlled substance is to be ad-
ministered by injection or implantation;

‘(3) the pharmacy and the practitioner are
authorized to conduct the activities specified
in this section under the law of the State in
which such activities take place;

‘“(4) the prescription is not issued to supply
any practitioner with a stock of controlled
substances for the purpose of general dis-
pensing to patients;

‘“(5) except as provided in subsection (b),
the controlled substance is to be adminis-
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tered only to the patient named on the pre-

scription not later than 14 days after the

date of receipt of the controlled substance by
the practitioner; and

‘(6) notwithstanding any exceptions under
section 307, the prescribing practitioner, and
the practitioner administering the con-
trolled substance, as applicable, maintain
complete and accurate records of all con-
trolled substances delivered, received, ad-
ministered, or otherwise disposed of under
this section, including the persons to whom
controlled substances were delivered and
such other information as may be required
by regulations of the Attorney General.

““(b) MODIFICATION OF NUMBER OF DAYS BE-
FORE WHICH CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE SHALL
BE ADMINISTERED.—

(1) INITIAL 2-YEAR PERIOD.—During the 2-
year period beginning on the date of enact-
ment of this section, the Attorney General,
in coordination with the Secretary, may re-
duce the number of days described in sub-
section (a)(b) if the Attorney General deter-
mines that such reduction will—

“(A) reduce the risk of diversion; or

‘“(B) protect the public health.

““(2) MODIFICATIONS AFTER SUBMISSION OF
REPORT.—After the date on which the report
described in subsection (c) is submitted, the
Attorney General, in coordination with the
Secretary, may modify the number of days
described in subsection (a)(5).

¢“(3) MINIMUM NUMBER OF DAYS.—Any modi-
fication under this subsection shall be for a
period of not less than 7 days.”’.

(b) STUDY AND REPORT.—Not later than 2
years after the date of enactment of this sec-
tion, the Comptroller General of the United
States shall conduct a study and submit to
Congress a report on access to and potential
diversion of controlled substances adminis-
tered by injection or implantation.

(c) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of contents for the Com-
prehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Con-
trol Act of 1970 is amended by inserting after
the item relating to section 309 the fol-
lowing:

““Sec. 309A. Delivery of a controlled sub-
stance by a pharmacy to an ad-
ministering practitioner.”.

The bill (S. 916), as amended, was or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, was read the third time, and
passed.

The amendment (No. 2268) was agreed
to, as follows:

(Purpose: To amend the title)

Amend the title so as to read: ‘“To amend
the Controlled Substances Act to provide for
the delivery of a controlled substance by a
pharmacy to an administering practi-
tioner.”.

———

TRIBAL HUD-VASH ACT OF 2017

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 289, S. 1333.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the bill by title.

The bill clerk read as follows:

A Dbill (S. 1333) to provide for rental assist-
ance for homeless or at-risk Indian veterans.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which
had been reported from the Committee
on Indian Affairs, with an amendment
to strike all after the enacting clause
and insert in lieu thereof the following:
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the “Tribal HUD-
VASH Act of 2017,
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SEC. 2. RENTAL ASSISTANCE FOR HOMELESS OR
AT-RISK INDIAN VETERANS.

Section 8(0)(19) of the United States Housing
Act of 1937 (42 U.S.C. 1437f(0)(19)) is amended
by adding at the end the following:

‘(D) INDIAN VETERANS HOUSING RENTAL AS-
SISTANCE PROGRAM.—

‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this subparagraph:

““(1) ELIGIBLE INDIAN VETERAN.—The term ‘eli-
gible Indian veteran’ means an Indian veteran
who is—

“(aa) homeless or at risk of homelessness; and

“(bd) living—

““(AA) on or near a reservation; or

‘““(BB) in or near any other Indian area.

““(1I) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT.—The term ‘eligible
recipient’ means a recipient eligible to receive a
grant under section 101 of the Native American
Housing Assistance and Self-Determination Act
0f 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4111).

‘““(1I11) INDIAN; INDIAN AREA.—The terms ‘In-
dian’ and ‘Indian area’ have the meanings
given those terms in section 4 of the Native
American Housing Assistance and Self-Deter-
mination Act of 1996 (25 U.S.C. 4103).

‘““(1V) INDIAN VETERAN.—The term ‘Indian vet-
eran’ means an Indian who is a veteran.

“(V) PROGRAM.—The term ‘Program’ means
the Tribal HUD-VASH program carried out
under clause (ii).

“(VI) TRIBAL ORGANIZATION.—The term ‘tribal
organization’ has the meaning given the term in
section 4 of the Indian Self-Determination and
Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304).

““(ii)) PROGRAM SPECIFICATIONS.—The Sec-
retary shall use not less than 5 percent of the
amounts made available for rental assistance
under this paragraph to carry out a rental as-
sistance and supported housing program, to be
known as the ‘Tribal HUD-VASH program’, in
congjunction with the Secretary of Veterans Af-
fairs, by awarding grants for the benefit of eligi-
ble Indian veterans.

““(iii)) MODEL.—

‘““(I) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in sub-
clause (II), the Secretary shall model the Pro-
gram on the rental assistance and supported
housing program authorized under subpara-
graph (A) and applicable appropriations Acts,
including administration in conjunction with
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs.

“(I1) EXCEPTIONS.—

“(aa) SECRETARY OF HOUSING AND URBAN DE-
VELOPMENT.—After consultation with Indian
tribes, eligible recipients, and any other appro-
priate tribal organizations, the Secretary may
make necessary and appropriate modifications
to facilitate the use of the Program by eligible
recipients to serve eligible Indian veterans.

‘““(bb) SECRETARY OF VETERANS AFFAIRS.—
After consultation with Indian tribes, eligible
recipients, and any other appropriate tribal or-
ganizations, the Secretary of Veterans Affairs
may make necessary and appropriate modifica-
tions to facilitate the use of the Program by eli-
gible recipients to serve eligible Indian veterans.

‘““(iv) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS.—The Secretary
shall make amounts for rental assistance and
associated administrative costs under the Pro-
gram available in the form of grants to eligible
recipients.

““(v) FUNDING CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall
award grants under the Program based on—

“(I) need;

“(11) administrative capacity; and

“(1II) any other funding criteria established
by the Secretary in a notice published in the
Federal Register after consulting with the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs.

“(vi) ADMINISTRATION.—Grants awarded
under the Program shall be administered in ac-
cordance with the Native American Housing As-
sistance and Self-Determination Act of 1996 (25
U.S.C. 4101 et seq.), except that recipients
shall—

“(1) submit to the Secretary, in a manner pre-
scribed by the Secretary, reports on the utiliza-
tion of rental assistance provided under the Pro-
gram; and
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‘“(II) provide to the Secretary information
specified by the Secretary to assess the effective-
ness of the Program in serving eligible Indian
veterans.

““(vii) CONSULTATION.—

“(I) GRANT RECIPIENTS; TRIBAL ORGANIZA-
TIONS.—The Secretary, in coordination with the
Secretary of Veterans Affairs, shall consult with
eligible recipients and any other appropriate
tribal organization on the design of the Program
to ensure the effective delivery of rental assist-
ance and supportive services to eligible Indian
veterans under the Program.

‘““(1I) INDIAN HEALTH SERVICE.—The Director
of the Indian Health Service shall provide any
assistance requested by the Secretary or the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs in carrying out the
Program.

“(viii) WAIVER.—

‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Ezxcept as provided in sub-
clause (I1), the Secretary may waive or specify
alternative requirements for any provision of
law (including regulations) that the Secretary
administers in connection with the use of rental
assistance made available under the Program if
the Secretary finds that the waiver or alter-
native requirement is necessary for the effective
delivery and administration of rental assistance
under the Program to eligible Indian veterans.

‘“(1I) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary may not
waive or specify alternative requirements under
subclause (I) for any provision of law (including
regulations) relating to labor standards or the
environment.

‘““(ix) RENEWAL GRANTS.—The Secretary may—

‘“(I) set aside, from amounts made available
for tenant-based rental assistance under this
subsection and without regard to the amounts
used for mew grants under clause (ii), such
amounts as may be necessary to award renewal
grants to eligible recipients that received a grant
under the Program in a previous year; and

““(11) specify criteria that an eligible recipient
must satisfy to receive a renewal grant under
subclause (I), including providing data on how
the eligible recipient used the amounts of any
grant previously received under the Program.

‘“‘(x) REPORTING.—

“(I) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of enactment of the Tribal HUD-VASH
Act of 2017, and every 5 years thereafter, the
Secretary, in coordination with the Secretary of
Veterans Affairs and the Director of the Indian
Health Service, shall—

“(aa) conduct a review of the implementation
of the Program, including any factors that may
have limited its success; and

“(bb) submit a report describing the results of
the review under item (aa) to—

‘““(AA) the Committee on Indian Affairs, the
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs, the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate;
and

‘““(BB) the Subcommittee on Indian, Insular
and Alaska Native Affairs of the Committee on
Natural Resources, the Committee on Financial
Services, the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs,
and the Committee on Appropriations of the
House of Representatives.

“(1I) ANALYSIS OF HOUSING STOCK LIMITA-
TION.—The Secretary shall include in the initial
report submitted under subclause (I) a descrip-
tion of—

“(aa) any regulations governing the use of
formula current assisted stock (as defined in
section 1000.314 of title 24, Code of Federal Reg-
ulations (or any successor regulation)) within
the Program;

““(bb) the number of recipients of grants under
the Program that have reported the regulations
described in item (aa) as a barrier to implemen-
tation of the Program; and

“‘(cc) proposed alternative legislation or regu-
lations developed by the Secretary in consulta-
tion with recipients of grants under the Program
to allow the use of formula current assisted
stock within the Program.’’.
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Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the com-
mittee-reported substitute amendment
be agreed to and the bill, as amended,
be considered read a third time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The committee-reported amendment
in the nature of a substitute was
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading and was read the
third time.

Mr. McCONNELL. I know of no
ther debate on the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
having been read the third time,
question is, Shall the bill pass?

The bill (S. 1333), as amended,
passed.

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the motion to reconsider
be considered made and laid upon the
table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————

INSPECTOR GENERAL REC-
OMMENDATION TRANSPARENCY
ACT OF 2017

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 409, S. 2178.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will report the bill by title.

The bill clerk read as follows:

A bill (S. 2178) to require the Council of In-
spectors General on Integrity and Efficiency
to make open recommendations of Inspec-
tors General publicly available, and for other
purposes.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which
had been reported from the Committee
on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs, with an amendment
and an amendment to the title.

(Strike all after the enacting clause
and insert the part printed in italic.)
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Inspector Gen-
eral Recommendation Transparency Act of
2018,
SEC. 2.

fur-

bill
the

was

The

INSPECTOR GENERAL OPEN

OMMENDATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Inspector General Act
of 1978 (5 U.S.C. App.) is amended—

(1) in section 5—

(A) in subsection (a)—

(i) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘the total
number and’’ before ‘‘a description of”’; and

(ii) by striking paragraph (3) and inserting
the following:

“(3) the total number of open recommenda-
tions described in previous semiannual reports
on which corrective action has not been com-
pleted, and an identification of each open rec-
ommendation, which shall include—

““(A) the title of each report in which an open
recommendation was issued;

“(B) the assigned number of each open rec-
ommendation, as designated within a report de-
scribed in subparagraph (A);

“(C) a short description of each open rec-
ommendation;

‘(D) the date on which each open rec-
ommendation was submitted in final form to the
head of the establishment;
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‘“(E) if available, any cost savings if the cor-
rective action with respect to the open rec-
ommendation were completed,; and

‘“(F) any other information as determined ap-
propriate by the Inspector General that clarifies
the progress of implementing the open rec-
ommendation or the expected timeframe for im-
plementation.”’; and

(B) in subsection (f)—

(i) paragraph (6)(B), by striking “‘and’’ at the
end;

(ii) in paragraph (7)(B), by striking the period
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(iii) by adding at the end the following:

““(8) the term ‘open recommendation’ means a
recommendation—

““(A) issued by an Inspector General of an es-
tablishment and made publicly available;

‘““(B) on which corrective action has not been
completed by the establishment during the 1-
year period following the date on which the rec-
ommendation was issued; and

“(C) that has not been otherwise closed by the
Office.”’; and

(2) in section 11(c), by adding at the end the
following:

““(5) ESTABLISHMENT OF DATABASE.—Not later
than 18 months after the date on which the first
semiannual report is required to be prepared
under section 5(a) after the date of enactment of
this paragraph, the Council shall establish and
operate a publicly available database that—

““(A) is accessible via the website of the Coun-
cil in a standardized, searchable format; and

“(B) includes—

““(i) the information on open recommendations
that is required to be included in each semi-
annual report under section 5(a)(3); and

““(ii) any other information as determined nec-
essary by the Council.

““(6) SUBMISSION OF REPORTS.—Beginning not
later than 60 days after the date of enactment of
this paragraph, each Inspector General of an es-
tablishment or a designated Federal entity (as
defined in section 8G(a)) shall, not later than 30
days after the date on which the Inspector Gen-
eral issues a public report, submit to the Council
the report for publication on a centralized
website.”’.

(b) APPLICATION.—The amendments made by
subsection (a)(1) shall apply with respect to the
first semiannual report prepared under section
5(a) of the Inspector General Act of 1978 (5
U.S.C. App.) after the date that is 1 year after
the date of enactment of this Act.

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the committee-reported
substitute amendment be agreed to;
that the bill, as amended, be considered
read a third time and passed; that the
committee-reported title amendment
be agreed to, and the motions to recon-
sider be considered made and laid upon
the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

The committee-reported amendment
in the nature of a substitute was
agreed to.

The bill (S. 2178), as amended, was or-
dered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, was read the third time, and
passed.

The committee-reported title amend-
ment was agreed to, as follows:

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill to re-
quire the Council of the Inspectors General
on Integrity and Efficiency to make open
recommendations of Inspectors General pub-
licly available, and for other purposes.”.
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CONDEMNING THE HORRIFIC AT-
TACK IN SANTA FE, TEXAS, AND
EXPRESSING SUPPORT AND
PRAYERS FOR ALL OF THOSE
IMPACTED BY THE TRAGEDY

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of S.
Res. 521, submitted earlier today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will report the resolution by
title.

The bill clerk read as follows:

A resolution (S. Res. 521) condemning the
horrific attack in Santa Fe, Texas, and ex-
pressing support and prayers for all of those
impacted by the tragedy.

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the resolution.

Mr. McCONNELL. I ask unanimous
consent that the resolution be agreed
to, the preamble be agreed to, and the
motions to reconsider be considered
made and laid upon the table with no
intervening action or debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution (S. Res.
agreed to.

The preamble was agreed to.

(The resolution, with its preamble, is
printed in today’s RECORD under ‘‘Sub-
mitted Resolutions.”’)

521) was

———

SIGNING AUTHORITY

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the junior
Senator from North Carolina be au-
thorized to sign the enrollment of S.
2155.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———————

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, MAY 24,
2018

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate completes its business today, it
adjourn until 9:30 a.m., Thursday, May
24; further, that following the prayer
and pledge, the morning hour be
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time
for the two leaders be reserved for their
use later in the day, and morning busi-
ness be closed. Finally, I ask that fol-
lowing leader remarks, the Senate pro-
ceed to executive session and resume
consideration of the McWilliams nomi-
nations under the previous order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT

Mr. McCONNELL. Mr. President, if
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the
previous order, following the remarks
of Senator CARDIN.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Maryland.
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HONORING OFFICER AMY S.
CAPRIO

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I rise
today to mourn the loss of Amy S.
Caprio of the Baltimore County Police
Department, who was 29 years old.
Sadly, Ms. Caprio is the first female
police officer to be killed in the line of
duty in the history of the Baltimore
County Police Department and the 10th
officer killed in the history of the de-
partment.

As a longtime resident of Baltimore
County and as the Senator from Mary-
land, I want to express my profound
sadness and condolences to the family
and friends of Ms. Caprio, especially
her husband Tim.

Officer Caprio was Killed on Monday
after responding to a call about a sus-
picious vehicle and potentially a bur-
glary in progress in the Perry Hall re-
gion. According to police reports, Offi-
cer Caprio had ordered suspects to
leave the car when she was deliberately
run over by a suspect. It is unclear
whether a firearm was discharged, and
police are reviewing the footage from
her body camera before she was Kkilled.

The Baltimore County police now re-
port that they have several suspects in
custody, including juveniles who have
been arrested and charged as adults
with first-degree murder.

A resident of the neighborhood told
the Baltimore Sun that his son saw the
officer struck by a vehicle. Tony
Kurek, 54, had just walked into the
door of his home when his son, Dakota,
shouted to him: ‘““Dad, Dad, a cop just
got run over out front,” the father re-
called his son saying. The officer was
lying in front of his house, he said. Da-
kota told his father he had seen the of-
ficer draw her gun on a black Jeep
Wrangler and order the people inside to
get out. Instead, the driver sped for-
ward, ramming the officer with the ve-
hicle. She landed about 20 feet away.
‘““‘She basically landed almost in front
of my mailbox,” Kurek said.

Let me thank the Kurek family, as
well as the EMS and MedStar Franklin
Square Medical Center staff, who
rushed to try to save Officer Caprio’s
life. I know this event has shaken the
Perry Hall community, as well as resi-
dents who were asked to shelter in
place, and several local elementary
schools were placed on lockdown dur-
ing the police search for the suspects. I
am hopeful that the Blue Alert System
in use helped to quickly catch the sus-
pects in this case.

As we learn more about Officer
Caprio’s life, we grieve for her loss. Ac-
cording to a story in the Baltimore
Sun, she served just shy of 4 years with
the Baltimore County Police Depart-
ment, but she had already proven her-
self to be a dedicated officer. She was
credited with bringing down a pair of
alleged package thiefs, closing dozens
of cases reported around the county at
the end of last year. Because of her ef-
forts, the department was able to re-
cover a cache of stolen property.

The department officials stated:
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She didn’t realize she was embarking on
what would become a considerable investiga-
tion into holiday package thefts around the
eastern portion of Baltimore County. This
involved numerous cases being independ-
ently investigated by officers in multiple
precincts, and would eventually result in the
identification and arrest of two suspects,
leading to the return of a very sentimental
gift.

Officer Caprio had pieced together
evidence from security cameras, inter-
viewed witnesses, tracked a vehicle,
and compared notes with other officers
who were investigating package thefts
in the area. She ended up linking two
suspects to dozens of stolen package
cases in the Parkville, White Marsh,
Dundalk, Towson, Cockeysville, and
Essex precincts. When officers found
the suspects’ hotel room, it was filled
with stolen goods, including a brightly
colored handmade quilt with a heart-
felt inscription that a woman had
shipped to her granddaughter. This
quilt was eventually returned to the
family.

Closing the case earned her praise
across the nearly 2,000-member depart-
ment, and she was named the Parkville
precinct’s officer of the month in
March.

Police Chief Terrence Sheridan said:

Officer Caprio was the type of officer that
you’d want to hire. She was the kind of offi-
cer that was going to go up in this organiza-
tion.

Officer Caprio had graduated from
Towson University in 2010 and was a
2006 graduate of Loch Raven High
School. She joined the county police
department in July 2014. She graduated
with the department’s 140th recruit
class in December 2014 and was ini-
tially assigned to the Essex precinct.

The men and women of law enforce-
ment put their lives on the line every
day and run towards danger, not away
from it. Family members always worry
about being reunited with their
spouses, parents, and family members
at the end of the day.

Last week, I held a delegation meet-
ing in the Capitol with our Federal law
enforcement officials from Maryland. I
thanked them for their service and told
them I would fight for the resources
they need to combat crime and provide
the best possible equipment and train-
ing for their agents. This includes pro-
viding full funding for the COPS and
Byrne JAG Programs, which are abso-
lutely critical to our Federal, State,
and local law enforcement partner-
ships. Teamwork is critical, particu-
larly when we are combating crime
across jurisdictional boundaries.

Last week was National Police Week.
It is when we pause to recognize and
remember those law enforcement and
emergency services officers in Mary-
land who have paid the ultimate price
and have made the ultimate sacrifice.
Each spring, law enforcement takes a
rollcall to solemnly mark the ‘‘end of
watch’ for the fallen law enforcement
officers. Their names are then added to
the National Law Enforcement Officers
Memorial in Judiciary Square, close to
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Capitol Hill. Carved on the memorial’s
walls are the names of more than 21,000
officers who have been Kkilled in the
line of duty throughout U.S. history.

Let me share with my colleagues the
other law enforcement officers who
were killed this past year in Maryland
in addition to Officer Caprio.

Sean Matthew Suiter, a detective in
the Baltimore City Police Department,
was shot on November 15, 2017, while
attempting to interview a suspect dur-
ing a homicide investigation.

Sander Benjamin Cohen, a deputy
chief in the Maryland Office of the
State Fire Marshal, was Kkilled in a
traffic accident on December 8, 2017, as
he attempted to assist a law enforce-
ment officer whose car was disabled on
I-270. FBI Supervisory Special Agent
Carlos Wolff was also killed.

This year, on February 21, 2018, Cor-
poral Mujahid Ramzziddin, a corporal
in the Prince George’s County Police
Department, in Maryland, was killed
while he was off duty and assisting a
woman who was involved in a domestic
dispute.
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Once again, I ask my colleagues in
the Senate to keep Officer Caprio’s
family and colleagues in their thoughts
and prayers today. We thank our law
enforcement officers and all first re-
sponders who run towards danger in-
stead of away from it. Congress should
make sure that our officers have all of
the tools and resources they need to ef-
fectively carry out their mission to
protect and serve their communities
and bring offenders to justice.

I thank my colleagues.

I yield the floor.

———

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 9:30 A.M.
TOMORROW

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate stands
adjourned until 9:30 a.m. tomorrow.

Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:22 p.m.,
adjourned until Thursday, May 24, 2018,
at 9:30 a.m.

————————

NOMINATIONS

Executive nomination received by
the Senate:
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE

HARRY B. HARRIS, JR., OF FLORIDA, TO BE AMBAS-
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF
KOREA.

——————

CONFIRMATION

Executive nomination confirmed by
the Senate May 23, 2018:
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN
DEVELOPMENT

BRIAN D. MONTGOMERY, OF TEXAS, TO BE AN ASSIST-
ANT SECRETARY OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOP-
MENT.

—————

WITHDRAWAL

Executive Message transmitted by
the President to the Senate on May 23,
2018 withdrawing from further Senate
consideration the following nomina-
tion:

HARRY B. HARRIS, JR., OF FLORIDA, TO BE AMBAS-
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE COMMON-

WEALTH OF AUSTRALIA, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE SEN-
ATE ON FEBRUARY 13, 2018.
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